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FIRST AVENUE HOTEL, 


High Holborn, W.C. 


LONDON. 


Tue Most Convenrent Horet ror Soxicrrors AND 
Curents Visrrine Lonpon. Opposite Chancery-lane, 
and a few doors from “‘ Tube”’ Station. Close to 
all the Inns of Court and the Law Courts. 


First-class. Offers real comfort at very moderate 
charges. Inclusive terms from 12/- per day. 


Telegrams: First Avenue, London. 








GORDON HOTELS, LIMITED. 








PHC@:NIX ASSURANCE CO., Ltd. 


PH(CENIX FIRE OFFICE. 


ESTABLISHED 1782. 
19, LOMBARD STREET, and 57, CHARING CROSS, LONDON. 
Lowest Current Rates. 
Liberal and Prompt Settlements. 
Assured free of all Liability. 
Electric Lighting Rules supplied, 


IMPORTANT TO SOLICITORS 


xX In Drawing LEASES or MORTGAGES of X 
LICENSED PROPERTY 
To see that the Insurance Covenants include a policy covering the risk of 
LO8S OR FORFEITURE OF THE LICENSE. 


Suitable clauses, settled by Counsel, can be obtained on application to 
THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND 
GUARANTEE FUND, LIMITED, 

24, MOORGATE STREET, LONDON, E.C. 
Mortgages on Licensed Properties Guaranteed promptly. 


LEGAL AND GENERAL LIFE ASSURANCE 
SOCIETY. 














ESTABLISHED 1836. 
z 
FUNDS - - . - - £ 5,123,000 
INCOME - - - . - £678,000 
YEARLY BUSINESS - - - £ 2,600,000 


- £ 19,000,000 


BUSINESS IN FORCE 


THE PERFECTED SYSTEM of Life Assurance is peculiar to this Society 
and embraces every modern advantage. 


PERFECTED MAXIMUM POLICIES. 
Wrrnovr Prorrts. 


The Rates for these Whole Life Policies are very moderate. 


| Age Premium | Age Premium | Age Premium 

| 20 | 8178%,| 90 | s116% | 40 | £2 10%, 

£1,000 POLICY WITH BONUSES 
According to last resulta. 


Valuation at 24 p.c. :—Hm. Table of Mortality. 


| Duration | 10 yre. | 40 yre, | 


| $2,067 


| 20 yrs. | 30 yrs. 


£1,724 


__Amount of Policy | £1,199 | £1,438 | 


Full information on application to 
THE MANAGER, 10, FLEET STREET, LONDON. 


VOL. L., No. 24. 
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The 


*,* The Editor cannot undertake to return rejected contributions, and 
copies should be kept of all articles sent by writers who are not on 
the regular staff of the JouRNAL, 

All letters intended for publication in the SoLicrrors’ JOURNAL must 
be authenticated by the name of the writer, 
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New Draft Rules in Admiralty Actions. 

A sgt or draft new rules of the Supreme Court have been 
issued under the Rules Publication Act, 1893, and are 
elsewhere. The first makes an alteration in ord. 13, r. 12 
(“ Default of ap ce in actions not otherwise provided for ”’), 
which has the effect of page be ory provision for the case of 
default of appearance in A actions in rem. If the 
defendant does not appear within the time limited, then, upon 
filing of an affidavit of service, and of a statement of claim, and 








| pursuant to section 26 of the Companies (Winding-up) Act, 


of a certificate of ee the action may, on the 
expiration of twenty-one from the service of the writ, be 
set down for judgm ent by default. A new rule—ord. 27, r. 


114—makes provision for fom merge by default in 
Admiralty actions in rem, if the d t makes default in 
delivering a defence; and a rule substituted for ord. 29, r. 16, 
varies the provision for proceeding with the action by default 
where bail is not given. 


Proposed Liability of Solicitor for Fees on a 
Reference. 

ATTENTION SHOULD be directed to the new rule proposed to be 
introduced as rule 55p in order 36 (‘‘Trial”) in the section ef 
that order which regulates trials before the official referees. 
In any proceedings before an official referee in which the party 
by whom the court fees are payable is represented _— solicitor, 
if the fees are not paid it is to be in the power of the court, on 
the application of the official solicitor by summons, to order the 
solicitor personally to pay the amount of the fees, and to pay also 
the official solicitor’s costs of the application. Any costs of the 
official solicitor not so recovered are to be paid out of such 
moneys as may be provided by Parliament. y is it sought 
to impose this burden on solicitors? Surely there ought to be 
some more equitable way of securing the official costs of a 


: reference. 


New Winding-up Rules. 
We print elsewhere two new rules which have been made 


1890. The first directs that, if the petitioner or his tor 
does not duly advertise the petition within the time prescribed 
24 
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by rule 27 of the Companies (Winding-up) Rules, 1903, or 
within such extended time as the registrar may allow, the 
appointment for the hearing of the petition is to be cancelled, 
and the petition removed from the file, unless the judge or the 
registrar otherwise directs. And the second new rule adds a 
proviso to rule 170 (2), authorizing the official receiver, when 
acting as liquidator, to pay without taxation the costs of any 
person other than a solicitor employed by him up to £2. 


Disposition by a Married Woman in Favour of 
Her Husband. 

A LEARNED correspondent, referring to a recent article (ante, p. 
5) on dispositions by a married woman for the benefit of her 
husband, calls attention to the view taken by Cozens-Harpy, J., 
in Barron v. Willis (48 W. R., 26; 1899, 2 Ch. 578), that the 
relation of husband and wife is not on the same footing in 
respect of the doctrine of undue influence as the relations of 
guardian and ward or parent and child. The case of Barron v. 
Willis (which was complicated by the acting solicitor being him- 
self interested) went to the House of Lords (1902, A. C. 271), 
and Lord Davey says (p. 284) ‘“‘ what the husband’s solicitor 
ought to have done was to advise her to consult a soliciter 

te from and independent of her husdand.” No doubt the 
relation in question has not been put quite on the same footi 
as that of guardian and ward and some other confidenti 
relationships, but we think that the very case cited (which was 
carefully considered in writing the article) shews that it cannot 
be said that the law of undue influence does not apply at all. 


The Committee on the Bankruptcy Laws. - 


A Commirrzz upon the Bankruptcy Laws has been appointed 
by the President of the Board of Trade, and the nine members 
include Mr. M. J. M. Macxenziz, one of the Official Referees 
(chairman), Mr. Joszru Appisoy, representing the Law Society, 
and Mr. Jonn Smiru, ©.B., late Inspector-General in Bank- 
ruptcy. The committee are charged with the general duty of 
inquiring into and reporting upon the bankruptcy laws, and 
the prevention and punishment of frauds by debtors upon their 
creditors ; and in particular they are to report on the desira- 
bility of amending the provisions of the bankruptcy laws in 
relation to the investigation of the bankrupt’s conduct and the 
realization of his estate ; on the position of debtors who are married 
women ; on the right of a bankrupt to discharge and, in the case of 
a bankrupt solicitor, to renew his practising certificate; and 
on the rights of trustees in bankruptcy against persons who 
have honestly dealt with bankrupts in respect of property 
acquired during the bankruptcy, and against persons claiming 
under settlements when the settlor has become bankrupt. The 
committee are also to report as to the desirability of requiring 
certain classes of securities which are now exempt from registra- 
tion to be registered, and of bringing under official control and 
audit estates administered by trustees under voluntary arrange- 
ments between insolvent debtors and their creditors. 


The Defects of the Bankrupt Law. 


Tue appointment of the Bankruptcy Committee would lead 
us to infer that the mercantile community are not wholly 
satisfied with the Bankruptcy Act, 1883, and the Acts by 
which it has been amended. If this be the case, the Act 
has only shared the same fate as every preceding enactment 
relating to the bankruptcy law. The Act of 1861 was admitted 
to be a failure. With regard to the Act of 1869, Mr. 
CHAMBERLAIN, in introducing the Act by which it was repealed, 
spoke of it as “‘the most unsatisfactory and the most denen. 
ate of the many attempts which have been made to deal with the 
subject, and the object of the almost unanimous condemnation of 
all classes.” We are afraid that this failure of every effort to 
amend the law is inherent in the nature of English commercial 
life. The creditor who has any experience of official administra- 
tion has no expectation of any substantial dividend, and thinks 
that he will save time and trouble by writing off his claim as a 
bad debt. He has not much interest in the punishment of a 
fraudulent bankrupt, and has every wish that the extent of his 
loss through the bankrupt’s fraud should be concealed from the 
public. A however, from the realization of the rey a aby 

ed 


estate, the investigation of his conduct ought not to be chec 








by the apathy of creditors, and the committee, may be able to 
give some valuable suggestions on this matter. The position of 
debtors who are married women certainly calls for attention, 
Subject to the law as to separate estate, we see no reason wh 
as respects the bankruptcy law, a married woman should not 
in the same position as one who has remained unmarried. 

as is well known, the power of debtors in respect of after. 
acquired property requires to be placed upon a consistent basis, 


Disqualification of Justice on the Ground of 
Interest. 

THE opsERVATION of Mr. Justice Parrsson in B. v. Cheltenham 
Commissioners (1 Q. B. 467) that, in cases where interested 
parties have acted and made orders as magistrates, “the 
magistrate interested may not recollect his interest, though 
afterwards the party failing may pick out this objection,” 
received rather an amusing illustration at the Guildhall last 
week. Mr. Alderman Crossy, having imposed fines on two 
persons for travelling on a railway with intent to avoid payment 
of their fares, the solicitor for the company asked, in one of the 
cases, for costs, whereupon the alderman is reported to have 
said, ‘‘ Yes, certainly. god a shareholder of the company, and 
I do not see why I should pay his costs.” Mr. Orossy had 
quite unconsciously brought himself within the rule that 
no magistrate, however duly authorized in all other 
respects, can act judicially in a case wherein he is him. 
self a party; and the chief clerk had to point out that the 
case must go before another magistrate. The alderman could 
not help observing, “ Why did not someone tell me before? One 
must be a shareholder in something or one could not sit in this 
chair and give one’s time. If you are going to shut out all 
the aldermen who are shareholders, the administration of justice 
in the City will become a difficult matter. Very few of the 
aldermen, I believe, can sit on the Licensing Committee.” A 
magistrate who is not a lawyer may be excused for forgetting 
that he is an interested person, when it is remembered that the 
decree of a Lord Chancellor has been reversed because he had 
granted relief to a company in which he was himself a share- 
holder. 


Sale by Trustees of Leaseholds in Lots. 


Ir 1s interesting to notice, as a correspondent points out ina 
letter which we print elsewhere, that one of the proposals made by 
the Conveyancing Bill, introduced by Lord Davey, which would 
have the effect of overruling Rs Walker and Oakshott’s Contract 
(50 W. R. 41; 1901, 2 Ch. 383), has been already effected by the 
decision of the Court of Appeal in Re Judd Poland and Skelcher’s 
Contract (reported elsewhere). In the former case trustees put 
up for sale leasehold property held under the same lease in 
three lots, and the conditions of sale provided that if the three 
lots were not all sold to the same purchaser the sale should be 
carried out by the grant to each purchaser of an underleaso at 
an apportioned rent for the residue of the term except 
the last day. It was held, however, by Kzxxewion, J., 
that, although this transaction was in fact a sale by way 
of sub-lease, yet it was not a sale within the trustees’ 
power of e. It did not get rid of the liability 
which attached to the trustees as assigns of the lease, and 
the trustees ought not to keep themselves liable to the rent 
and covenants under the head lease, and so preserve also a right 
of indemnity against the estate. In the present case of Re Judd 
Poland and Skelcher’s Contract, trustees for sale put up leasehold 

roperty in lots under conditions which required that, if all the 
ots were sold, the purchaser of the most valuable lot should take 
an assignment of the lease, and then grant underleases to the 
other purchasers, but that, if all the lots were not sold, the 
trustees should carry out the sale of .the lots sold by 
nting underleases. Only one of the lots was sold, and 
Wusnoon J., in reliance on Re Walker and Oakshott's 
Contract, supported the purchaser’s objection that the trusts did 
not authorize an underlease. The Court of Appeal (CouLins, 
M.R., and Romer and Cozens-Harpy, L.JJ.), however, have 
reversed this result. Romer, L.J., pointed out that section 15 
of the Trustee Act, 1893, expressly confers upon trustees power 
to sell by lots, and no limitation ought to be put on this power 
except that the trustees were not to do anything unreasonable, 
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But conditions of sale in the case of leaseholds such as those in 
question were, observed the learned judge, ordinary and usual 
conditions, well known to conveyancers when the property was 
being sold in lots, and he did not know any conditions which 
would be more beneficial to the estate, or cause less liability to 
it. In this conclusion the rest of the court concurred, and there 
js an end, therefore, of Re Walker and Oakshott's Contract. 


Lenient Sentences, 

We nave read the report of two cases tried before Mr. Justice 
A. T. Lawrence at the last sittings of the Central Criminal 
Court, and cannot help saying that the sentences appear to us 
to be unsatisfactory. They are both cases of offences against 
the person in which the knife was used; a form -of violence 
which is common enough on the Continent, but which is by 
many persons ee to be opposed to the habits of the 
English people. f the first case it is not necessary to say 
much. The prisoner, a workman of mature age and bearing 
an excellent character, goes home unexpectedly, and finds the 
prosecutor in his bedroom with his wife. An altercation follows, 
and the prisoner seizes a knife from the table and inflicts a 
wound on the prosecutor’s throat. The prisoner pleaded guilty to 
the charge of wounding with intent to do grievous bodily harm. 
The provocation was great, and had, of course, to be considered 
in awarding the punishment, but it is quite unnecessary to 
say that nothing should be done to encourage the idea that to 
wound a man with a deadly weapon on such an occasion is law- 
ful, or, if unlawful, will receive only a nominal punishment. 
But the judge is reported to have said that the act was quite a 
natural one in the circumstances, and the sentence which he 
imposed was that of seven days’ imprisonment with hard 
labour. The sentence in the other case appears to us to be open 
to the strongest objection. The prisoner, a young man, an 
ostler, had been keeping company with a young woman who 
broke off her acquaintance with him because she thought he 
had a badtemper. This opinion as to his temper seems to have 
been fully justified by what followed, and it was an excellent 
reason for withdrawing from his society. He meets her in the 
street; she tries to avoid him, and he then stabs her with a 
penknife, and after she has fallen to the ground strikes her 
repeatedly with the knife. In all twenty-two wounds were in- 
flicted upon her, though fortunately none of them were dangerous. 
The prisoner, after inflicting the wounds, drank a quantity of 
laudanum. He recovered from the poison, and we will only say 
that this attempt at suicide was, coupled with the other circum- 
stances, some evidence that he contemplated murder. His 
defence was, first, that, when young, he. had received a heavy 
blow on the head, and the result was that when he got into 
a temper he lost control of himself. # similar defence is 
extremely common in cases of murderous assault, and we need 
hardly comment on the further defence, that he had no intention 
of doing the prosecutrix any grievous bodily harm. The jury 
found the prisoner guilty of wounding with intent to do grievous 
bodily harm, a merciful verdict, as it seems to us ; and the judge, 
in passing sentence, said he hoped that this would be a lesson 
to the prisoner to keep better control over his temper in the 
future, He would take into consideration in his favour the 
excitement he was under at the time and the good character 
which he bore. He sentenced the prisoner to four months’ 
aie a with hard labour. It seems to us impossible to 
find anything in the nature of the case to justify so lenient a 

unishment, The prisoner might have had a good character, 

ut his act shewed that he had the instincts of a savage. We 
hope that the time has not come when persons who suffer from 
‘uncontrollable excitement” are to receive special favour or 
consideration, 


The Registration of Charity Lands. 

Provision is made by rules 83 and 84 of the Land Transfer 
Rules, 1903, for the registration of lands held upon charitable 
trusts which are subject to the jurisdiction of the Charity Com- 
missioners. The charity trustees are for the pur of section 68 
of the Land Transfer Act, 1875, to be deemed to be trustees of 
the land with a power of sale, and the Charity Commissioners 
are to be deemed to be persons whose consent is required to the 


with the consent of the commissioners, for registration of 
the land, but rule 85 provides that the Rasp Soe rules shall 
not apply to land held for charitable uses which can be sold 
without the consent of the Charity Commissioners. In the 
majority of cases such consent is clearly required, but whether 
this is so in any particular case may depend upon the construction 
of the somewhat difficult provisions of section 62 of the Charitable 
Trusts Act, 1853, and in Re The Church Army (Times, 4th inst.), 
where the question arose, the Court of Appeal have affirmed the 
decision of Kexrwicn, J., upon the application of the section to 
the facts of that case. The effect of the section is to exclude 
from the jurisdiction of the Charity Commissioners charities 
which are wholly maintained by volun contributions; and 
where a charity is maintained partly by voluntary subscriptions 
and partly by income arising from endowment, the jurisdiction 
extends only to income arising from endowment. Then there 
follows a provision that no donation or bequest, of which no 
special application has been directed by the donor or testator, 
and which may legally be applied as income, shall be subject to 
the jurisdiction of the commissioners, and no portion of any such 
donation or bequest, or of any voluntary subscription which may 
be appropriated by the governing bedy for any defiael 
object, is to be subject to the jurisdiction of the commissioners. 
The effect of this enactment was considered in Re Clergy Orphan 
Corporation (43 W. R. 150; 1894, 3 Ch. 145), and it was held that, 
where funds applicable as income have been invested in land, 
such investment does not constitute the land an endowment so as 
to subject it to the jurisdiction of the commissioners. The 
investment does not deprive the noma body of their power 
to sell the land and dispose of the p: as income, notwith- 
standing that the investment is in fact regarded as permanent. 
In other words, benefactions which are in the first iostance 
exempt from the jurisdiction, on the ground that they can 
legally be applied as income, retain this exemption through 
subsequent changes as long as the power so to oa 
them continues. In the present case the Church Army had 
received large donations and had applied part of them in acquir- 
ing buildings for its headquarters. Upon an application for 
registration of title, the registrar took the objection that the 
remises were an endowment, and that the consent of the Charity 
mmissioners was required, but upon the facts it has been 
held, both by Kexewicn, J., and the Court of Appeal, that 
the funds with which the premises were acquired came out of 
income applicable to the general of the army. Hence 
the investment in land did not subject the land to the jurisdiction 
of the commissioners, and their consent to registration was not 
necessary. 


The Property in Architectural Drawings. 


Tue pectston of the Court of Appeal in Gibbon v. Pease (1905, 
1 K. B. 810)—that a custom under which an architect employed 
upon the work necessary to the alteration of houses is entitled 
to retain the plans and specifications as his own property, was 
unreasonable, and that the building owner could insist upon 
having the plans and specifications delivered to him—is generally 
understood to have given much dissatisfaction to architects, 
and this was made evident at a discussion on “ The 
Ownership of Architectural Drawings” which recently took 
place at a joint meeting of the Architectural Association Discus- 
sion Section and the Law Students’ Debating Society. We 
gather from a report of this discussion in the Builder that the 
claim of the architects is to something in the nature of a copy- 
right in their plans, and it is suggested that, if the building owner 
obtains possession of them, he may use them to the injury of 
this copyright. In short, other churches or houses may be erected 
from the same drawings without any benefit to the architect. 
The objection that, if the architect js entitled to the plans, he 
may carry them off, and leave the building owner without the 
means of knowing the situation of the drains, flues, and other 
7 of the building, seems to have little weight with the pro- 
ession. The law students argued in favour of the existing law, 
but upon a division the view of their opponents was carried by 
a large majority. 








Mr. Justice Phillimore has so far recovered from his attack of influenza 





exercise of the power of sale. Oonsequently, the trustees can, 


that he has been able to leave London for his country house at Henley-on- 
Thames, ‘ 
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The Futility of the Insurance Fund 
under the Land Transfer Acts. 


Tux decision of the Court of Appeal in Attorney-General v. 
Odell ( Times, 7th inst.) deprives the Land Registry Office of the 
chief ent which it has hitherto been able to adduce in 
favour of the system so widely advertised as the panacea for all 
the troubles incident to title to land. Whatever might be said 
against the system on the ground of trouble, complication, and 
expense, it at least, so it might be urged, afforded to registered 

roprietors of land and charges a sure protection against losses 

y fraud. The possibility of such loss has been shewn by 
numerous decided cases, and the possibility of its occurrin 
under a system of registration of title was contemplated when the 
Land Transfer Act of 1875 came to be amended by the Act of 
1897 ; but, in order to justify the compulsion introduced by that 
Act, it was necessary to offer some counterbalancing advantage, 
and this was found in the establishment of the insurance fund. 
No sooner, however, does the protection afforded by the fund 
come to be tested, than it appears to be entirely useless to meet 
the cases for which landowners might suppose it to have been 
introduced. And it is to be noticed that the decision in 
Attorney-General v. Odell does no more than repeat the lesson of 
Gibbs v. Messer (1891, A. C. 248), which was decided in regard to 
the insurance fund established under the Victorian Registration 
Act. 


In the present case the claim against the insurance fund arose 
out of the rectification of the register by the removal of the 
name of the transferee of a registered charge. In December, 
1901, Mrs. Cornet was registered as the proprietor of a charge 
upon certain premises for £350 and interest. This charge was 

reduced to £300. Mrs. Connzt’s solicitor entered 
into negotiations with Mr. Opxtt to take a transfer of the charge, 
and Mr. Opzit agreed to do so. A transfer of the charge pur- 
porting to be signed by Mrs. ConnzLu was registered, and Mr. 
Opgt1 paid the £300 to her solicitor in pursuance of a written 
authority which purported to be signed by her. In fact her 

i to these documents had been forged, and when she 
discovered the transaction she at once applied to the court to 
rectify the register. Mr. Opzit’s name was removed, and 
Mrs. ConnzL1’s was restored as proprietor of the charge. There- 
upon Mr. Opztx claimed to be indemnified out of the insurance 
fund in respect of the removal of his name. 

The provisions as to rectification of the register are contained 
in sections 95 and 96 of the Land Transfer Act, 1875. Section 
95 ides that, subject to any estates or rights acquired by 
registration in pursuance of the Act, where the court has 
decided that any person is entitled to any estate, right, or 
interest in or to any regi land or charge, and as a con- 
sequence of such decision, the court is of opinion that a rectifica- 
tion of the register is required, the court may make such order for 
rectification as it thinks just; and section 96 provides that, sub- 
ject to any estates or rights acquired by registration, if any 
person is aggrieved by any entry made in the register, he may 
apply to the court for an order that the register may be rectified, 

the court may, if satisfied of the justice of the case, make an 
order for the rectification of the register. Under each section, 
therefore, the power of rectification is expressed to be subject to 
estates or rights acquired by registration in pursuance of the Act, 
and section 95 contemplates that a title adverse to that of the 
registered proprietor has been established, and that a conse- 
quential alteration of the register is necessary, while section 96 
provides for rectification generally where any person is 
prejudiced by an entry in or omission from the register. But 
in either case rectification of the register means that the person 
against whom this is done suffers loss, and the insurance fund 
under section 7 of the Land Transfer Act, 1897, is 

the natural resource of the m so damnified. 

Sub-section 1 deals with the case where loss arises through an 
entry or omission in the register which is not capable of 
f cee the Act = 1875, Then sub-section 2 
provides where a registered disposition would, if unregis- 
tered, be absolutély void, or where the effect of the entry or 


ession, the register shall be rectified, and the person suffer. 
ing loss by the rectification shall be entitled to indemnity. This 
sub-section, as is well known, secures that an entry in ths 
register shall not have the effect of depriving the true owner of 
land of which he is in possession. Then sub-section 3 excludes 
from the right to indemnity any person who is privy to the 
error in the register. It provides that a person shall not be 
entitled to indemnity for any loss where he has caused or sub- 
stantially contributed to the loss by his act, neglect, or 
default, and it states that the omission to take certain specified 
precautions as to registering restrictions shall be deemed 
to be neglect. The material provision for the purpose 
of the present case is that of sub-section 4, which runs 
as follows: ‘“ Where the register is rectified under the 


8 | principal Act ’—that is, the Act of 1875—‘“‘ by reason of fraud 


or mistake which has occurred in a registered disposition for 
valuable consideration, and which the grantee was not aware of 
and could not by the exercise of reasonable care have dis- 
covered, the person suffering loss by the rectification shall like- 
wise be entitled to indemnity under this section.” 

At first sight sub-sections 3 and 4 appear exactly to meet such 
a case as Attorney-General v. Odell, and the claimant's right to 
be indemnified out of the fund was admitted by the registrar 
when the claim was in the first instance brought before him 
under sub-section 5, and the decision of the registrar was upheld 
on appeal to Kexewiou, J. (53 W. R. 541). The claimant had 
not caused or substantially contributed to the loss by his act, 
neglect, or default, so as to be deprived of the right to 
indemnity under sub-section 3, and the circumstances seemed 
to give him an actual right to indemnity under sub-section 4. 
The Court of Appeal, however, have denied that he had 
any such right, and, so far as we gather from the report, upon 
considerations drawn from the general scheme of the Land 
Transfer Acts rather than from the actual language of section 7 
of the Act of 1897. The words of sub-section 4, said VAUGHAN 
Witurams, L.J., ‘‘are undoubtedly capable of a construction 
wide enough to support Mr. Opgtt’s claim to indemnity on 
the asdaat that he has suffered loss by the rectification of 
the register necessitated by reason of the fraud and forgery 
of the name of the registered proprietor of the charge, but on its 
true construction I do not think that this sub-section entitles 
Mr. Opt to indemnity. It is truethat the register has been 
rectified by reason of fraud which has occurred in a registered 
disposition for valuable consideration, but in my judgment the 
whole scheme of the Acts is to afford facilities and give security 
in the transfer of land and in the creation and transfer of 
incumbrances thereon to those who have acquired estates or rights 
by registration, or to those who have for valuable consideration 
become transferees from registered proprietors of land or 
charges.” 
The reference in this passage to persons who have acquired 
estates or rights by registration is perhaps not altogether clear. 
It might be supposed that any person whose name was on 
the register had acquired a right by registration, even though, 
by reason of error, the register might have to be rectified 
so as to deprive him of his right. But the Court of Appeal 
appear to have been influenced by the judgment of OozEns- 
Harpy, L.J., in Capital and Counties Bank vy. Rhodes (51 W. R. 
476; 1903, 1 Ch. 631), which shews that registration does not 
uecessarily imply that the registered proprietor is entitled to 
the legal estate. The interest given by registration, when the 
registration is effectual, is an “overriding right,” and such 
overriding right must be conferred as the result of an inquiry 
which is in the nature of a judicial investigation. Mr. OpzL.'s 
name, said Vauenan Wittiams, L.J., “as registered proprietor 
of the charge has not been put on the register after any judicial 
investigation, such as that which takes place before the registra- 
tion of a person as first registered proprietor of freehold land 
with an absolute title or a qualified title . = . or the regis 
tration of the first registered proprietor of leasehold land with 4 
declaration of the title of the lessor to grant the lease. . - - 
The Act of the registrar in putting the name of the transferee of 
a charge on the register is a mere ministerial act in the perform- 
ance of a ministerial duty. It confers on the transferee 20 





omission would be to deprive a person of land of which he is in 


estate or right which he had not before i gael 
We very much doubt whether any suc 
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framers of section 7, and probably the advocates of regis- 
toad of title are now realizing that the task of amending the 
Act of 1875 so as to produce a practical system of tration 
which could be forced upon the public was not so simple as they 
assumed. At first sight, as we have already observed, sub- 
section 4 seems suitable to cover the case of a person who has in 
fact got no title at all, although he honestly believed he had, 
and whose failure to obtain a title is not due to his own lack of 
reasonable care; and it has been assumed, although too readily, 
that the presence of this provision in the Act of 1897 would 
prevent the recurrence here of a decision similar 
to that in Gibbs v. Messer. The present decision shews that 
this was a mistake. The insurance fund is not meant for the 
benefit of persons without title who Br on the register by 
means of documents which are presented for registration in the 
ordinary routine. Before anyone can claim the benefit of it he 
must in some way have submitted his title for verification by the 
istrar. This is doubtless a great protection to the insurance 
fund, and the Treasury will have the satisfaction of knowing 
that by the course which they have taken they have made sure 
that very few claims can ever be made on the fund. But they 
have certainly not been acting in the interests of the Land 
Registry Office in thus obtaining a decision which establishes 
the futility of the fund for the purposes for which it 
was intended. If there was one thing the efficacy of which 
should have been jealously maintained, it was the insurance 
fund. The registrar and Mr. Justice Kexewion acted upon the 
apparent meaning of sub-section 4, and allowed the claim. But 
the Court of Appeal have insisted, upon the lines of Capital and 
Counties Bank v. Rhodes (supra), in judging the sub-section as 
of the entire system established by the two Acts, and, so 
judged, it has been found wanting. The result supports the 
view which has been so widely maintained that the present Land 
— Acts do not furnish a working scheme of registration 
of title. 











Correspondence. 


The New Conveyancing Bill. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 


Sir,—The new Conveyancing Bill, as outlined in your current 

issue, a to be a very valuable one, and I trust that it will soon 
beeome law. 
The courts have already rendered one of its pro amendments 
unnecessary, for I see from the current issue of one of your con- 
temporaries that the Court of Appeal have overruled Re Walker and 
Oakshott’s Contract and have authorized trustees selling leaseholds to 
avail themselves of the usual scheme under which one or more of the 
rt sub-demised: Re Judd and Poland’s Contract (120 L. T. News. 
0 . 

I should like to see set at rest the small but important point 
whether recital of seisin in a deed twenty years’ old constitutes a 
forty years’ title. H. H. Stockpare Ross. 

Worthing, April : 2 

(See observations under ‘‘ Current Topics.” —Ep. S. J.] 


Mortgages of Registered Land. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Sir,—I was interested in reading the letter from “ W. 8. E.” and 
your observations as to mo s of registered land in your issue 
of the 31st of March. The following is my experience on the question 
of the stamp duty on a registered transfer accompanied by a mort- 

off the register. In one case in July, 1904, the stamp duty on 
© registered transfer was adjudicated as being liable to a deed stamp 
of 10s, So far as I could understand the commissioners arrived at 
this decision after consultation with the registrar at the Land 
Registry on the 
we of by Land os sfer Rules, 1903, because the document might 
used for some other purpose than that of completing the mo 
transaction effected by a deed off the register. sci ested 

In another case in February, 1905, a similar instrument of transfer 
was adjudicated as being liable to no duty. The registrar at the 
Land ty 2 intimated that he was by no means satistied with this 
decision, by which he did not consider himself bound, but he made 
no difficulty in completing the registration of the transaction. 

In each case questions were alse raised as to the amount of the fees 
payable at the registry. In the first I was, as a concession, asked to 


ay on the amount of the mortgage only, while in the second 
T paid on the desioned wales af tas bel. ba tet now ohet weal 
be the course adopted by the commissioners and the registrar now, 
though it is evident that they had not settled on any common line in 
~ 4 so recently as last February year. “* GAVELKIND.” 
pril 5. 








Cases of the Week. 


Court of Appeal. 
BATER v. BATER alias LOWE. No.1. 16th, 17th, 19th, 20th, and 
30th March. 


Hvussanp aNp Wire—Forezien Drvorce—Vauipity 1x Enctranp—Dowmici. 
—Fravup anp CoLivusion. 


This was the husband’s petition for a decree of nullity of marriage. 
The facts were that the mdent had been married to an i 
having an English domicil, who had in the year 1888 petitioned for a 
decree of divorce on the ground of his wife’s adultery with the petitioner in 
the present proceedings. That petition was dismissed by Butt, J., on the 
ground that the husband had been guilty of cruelty; the husband there- 
upon went to New York, where he became domiciled. The in 
the present case followed her then husband to New York at the ation 
of the present petitioner in the year 1890, and obtained a divorce there 
from her husband on the gro’ of his adultery, concealing the fact of 
the proceedings before Butt, J. ; returned to and married the 
present —— whose allegations were that t 

New York was invalid for the reason that the respondent was not domiciled 
in New York, and that therefore the New York courts had no jurisdiction, 
and that owing to her fraud the English courts would not the 
foreign divorce. Gorell Barnes, P., held that the New York 
ponent was valid and dismissed the petition for nullity. The petitioner 
ap " 

Sonat M.R., said that a marriage might be dissolved wherever the 
parties were domiciled at the time of the petition for divorce without 
regard to where the parties were married. 

Romer, L.J., said the husband had a New York domicil at the time of 
the divorce. By the law of New York the wife could acquire a domicil 
apart from her husband if necessary to give a court jurisdiction in matters 
of divorce, but it was‘not necessary in this case, as she could retain 
domicil of her husband, who, in fact, was domiciled in New York. 
law of New York permitted a wife to obtain a divorce on the sole 
of the husband’s adultery, and the law of the domicil must be 
in this country ; even if the husband and wife had been married i 
country it was no reason why the divorce obtained in New Y: 
not be as valid here. The non-disclosure by the wife of 
proceedings before Butt, J., did not amount to fraud that would make 
decree of the New York court voml. The appeal must be dismissed 
costs 


Cozens-Haxpy, L.J., concurred.—Counset, Duke, K.C., and Grazebrook ; 
Shearman, K.C., Barnard, K.C., and Bayford. Souicrrors, Ridsdale, for 
Smith, Liverpool; Sharpe, Parker, § Co. 

[Reported by Henry Sreruey, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. 


Re JUDD POLAND AND SKELCHER’S CONTRACT. No. 2. 
30th March. 
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Fe 


SEpEE i 


Venpor AND Purcnaser—Trrte—Trvust ror SALe—LeAsEnuLDS—SALE IN 
ALE BY Way or UNDERLEASE. 


This was an appeal from a decision of Warrington, J. In June, 1905, 
trustees for under the will of John Kempster put up for 
auction five leasehold houses held under one lease in five 
Condition eleven of the conditions of sale provided that the 
all held under one lease at an entire rent of £28, such 
oanese in the sums mentioned in the particulars of the 
if all the lots were sold phe. realy = the purchaser of 
in value should execute an erlease, for the whole of the 
day, to the respective purchasers of the other lots at the ap 
but that if any of the lots remained unsold the vendors id 
pommel an ge urchasers of the lot or lots such an 
aforesaid of of the lots sold. Only one of the five lots was sold at 
auction. The purchaser took the objection that the trust for sale did 
authorize an underlease. The vendors took out a summons under 
Vendor and Purchaser Act, 1874, for a declara’ 
chaser’s objection was not a valid objection, and that a good 
shewn in accordance with the underlease. W. ton, J., was of 
that the case was covered by Re Walker and Oakshott’s Contract (1901, 2 
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und that the instrument did not come within rule | 


383), and on the authority of that case he declined to make the declaration 

' asked for by the summons. The vendors appealed. 

| Tue Oouvrr (Cottms, M.R., and Rowen and Cozens-Harpy, L.JJ.) 
allowed the appeal. 

| Romer, L.J.—In this case trustees for sale of leasehold property com- 

| prising several houses sold, in exercise of their trust, the houses by pu 

‘ auction in se’ lots, and the conditions of sale provided that if all the 
lots were sold at the sale the purchaser of the most valuable lot or, in the 
event of equality of purchase-money, of the first lot, should take an 
assignment Ut the leasehold property as a whole and then t under- 

_ leases to the purchasers of the respective lots for the term 
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the original - 
1 l at apportioned ts. anne I do not 
Ferg enn be hah theve loamy objection sonia athe 
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according to the conditions, no objection could have been taken to any of the 
sales. But the trustees had to consider what was to be done with regard 
to lots not sold, and they provided for this by a usual and well-known 
condition. [His lordship read the condition, and continued:] The 
question is, is that last condition of sale valid? In my opinion there is no 
sufficient reason for holding that it is not within the powers of the trustees. 
The trust for sale in the present case was in the ordinary form, but section 
13 of the Trustee Act, 1893, gives the trustees power to sell by lots. The 
words of the Act are very general, and the only limitation to be put on 
them is that the trustees in following the provisions! of the Act 
must not do anything unreasonable on the part of trustees for 
wale. Seeing that such conditions of sale are, as I have mentioned, 
ordinary and usual conditions of sale well known to conveyancers for 
carrying out sales of property when selling by lots, it ought not to be 
said that trustees are acting improperly when they carry out a sale of 
property by a condition like this. In fact Ido not know any conditions 
which would be more beneficial to the trust estate or cause less liability to 
it. The only objection that can be made is that in form this is an under- 
lease, and it is said that underleases are not justified. I may take it that 
what is in substance an underlease is not justified, but where an under- 
lease is purely a conveyancer’s expedient for carrying out a sale, I do not 
see why itis not justified, especially when this conveyancer’s expedient 
is the best way of carrying out the trust and most in the interests 
of the trust estate. Stirling, J., in Still v. Webb (45 W. R. 170; 1897, 1 
Ch. 146) says: ‘‘ Then is it a lease? In a sense, no doubt, it is a lease, 
but in truth it isa sale. It is described as a sale in the conditions of sale, 
and it is so described in the plaintiff’s bill of costs. It is a sale carried 
out by an underlease, which is a well-known conveyancer’s expedient, 
where the property sold is held with other property under one lease, to 
avoid an apportionment of rent, about which there might be a difficulty 
with the superior landlord.” That, in my opinion, really disposes of this 
case. It is said that the decision involves the purchaser in some hard- 
ship, because on a subsequent sale he may have a difficulty in proving 
that this underlease in form was a sale in substance. The answer 
is that the form of the conveyance will shew that this was a sale in fact 
carried out by that particular mode of conveyance. It appears to me that 
there is no objection in substance to this sale and that the decision of 
Kekewich, J., in Re Walker and Oakshott’s Contract (1901, 2 Ch. 383), which 
was really appealed from, cannot be supported by this ccurt. 
Cozens-Harpy, L.J., delivered judgment to the same effect. 


Coxiixs, M.R., concurred.—Counsext, Levett, K.C., and Welby King ; 
P. 0. Lawrence, K.C., and BE. 8. Ford. Sourcrtors, @. J. Algar ; J. Gamble. 


[Reported by J. I. Srimuixc, Eeq., Barrister-at-Law.] 





High Court—Chancery Division. 
STAOKEMANN v, PATON. Farwell, J. 4th April. 


CoryricuT—PuotocraPpH—Cory ‘“‘Mabe FoR oR ON BEHALF OF ANY 
OTHER Person ror a Goop on A VALUABLE CONSIDERATION ’’—FINE 
Arts Coprricut Act, 1862 (25 & 26 Vicr. c. 68), s. 1. 


Witness action. This was an action brought to obtain an injunction, 
and to recover damages and penalties, in respect of the alleged infringe- 
ment of the copyright in two photographs which had been taken by 
the plaintiffs. The plaintiffs were photographers, carrying on busi- 
ness under the style of the Photographic Tourists’ Association, and 
an important part of their business consisted in photographing schools. 
The defendants were publishers, carrying on business under the style 
of J. & J. Paton, and, in 1905 they produced a publication known 
as Paton’s List of Schools, which contained reproductions of two 
photographs of schools which had been taken by the plaintiffs. The 
facte with regard to one of these photographs were as follows: In 
1904 a traveller in the employ of the plaintiffs called upon Mr. Price, 
the headmaster of a school for boys at Harrow, and requested to be 
allowed to send a representative to take photographs of the school, 
intimating that the plaintiffs took the photographs at their own risk, 
and on the chance of obtaining orders. Mr. Price gave his permis- 
sion, and subsequently the younger plaintiff attended at the school, and 
was allowed to enter and take a number of photographs, including one 
of the exterior, the reproduction of which Was complained of. On 
this occasion nothing appeared to have been settled as to payment. 
Proofs of the photographs taken were forwarded to Mr. Price, and he 
ordered a number, for which he paid about £15. The facts with regard 
to the other photograph were very similar, the photograph in this 
instance being of the interior of a school for girls, conducted by Miss 
Cruse, at Weston-super-Mare; she, however, only purchased photo- 
graphs to the value of 15s. In 1905, the defendants, who were pre- 

ring their List of Schools, communicated with both Mr. Price and 

iss , who gave orders for the advertisement of their respective 
schools therein, and, at the request of the defendants, they forwarded 
the photographs in question for reproduction, together with the ad- 
vertisement. The plaintifis becoming aware of the reproduction of the 
photographs as aforesaid, the younger plaintiff, who had taken the 
photographs, registered himself as proprietor of the copyright in the 
photographs on the 8th of November, 1905, and on the 10th of the 
same month purchased a copy of their List of Schools from the defend- 
ants. Eventually the plaintiffs issued the writ in this action, claimin 
damages for the alleged infringement of copyright, an injunction, an 
peiatibes. For the plaintiffs it was contended that under the Fine 
Arta Copyright Act, 1862, s. 1, the author is the taker of the 


—<—<$<$<—>} 
before registration was an infringement: Z'urk v. Priester (36 W. 
98). Reference was also made to Fishburn v. Hollingshead (189) 
2 Ch. 371). For the defendants it was contended that the plaintify 
could not sell copies of the photographs without the meee of 
the purchasers: Pollard v. Photographic Co. (37 - R. 266), 
That the burden lay on the plaintiffs to shew that the photogra 
were taken under such circumstances as to leave in the photograp 
the right of multiplying copies. A contract to buy copies if ¢ 
should be good was a contract for a good and valuable consideration 
That the copyright must be inferred to be in Mr. Price and Miss Cruse 
respectively ; they clearly did not contemplate copies of the photo. 

raphs being sold without their permission: Hillis v. Marshall (4 
: J. Q. B. 757). 

FarwELL, J., after stating the facts, and reading section 1 of the 
above Act, and the proviso to the section, said that he thought the 
younger plaintiff was the author of the photographs. The question 
was, were the negatives made or executed for Mr. Price and Miss Cruse 
respectively for a good and valuable consideration? A good considera. 
tion would do as well as a valuable one. Having regard to the cir. 
cumstances of Mr. Price and Miss Cruse, was it not a good considera. 
tion to allow the photographer to go over the house and take the photo. 
graphs? His lordship thought that that was a good consideration, He 
did not think that the fact of the traveller informing Mr. Price, that 
he would not have to take any of the eer, or be under any 
obligation to pay anything, made any difference. After referring to 
Ellis v. Marshall and Boucas v. Cooke (supra), he said_ it was not 
necessary that the customer should pay anything in order to bring 
himself within section 1,.of the above Act. The ey of the photo- 
grapher for permission to take the photograph did not make any 
difference. The question must really depend on the facts of each case, 
When a schoolmaster, at the request of a photographer, allows him 
to enter a school in order to take photographs, there is a good con- 
sideration, so that the ge gg cannot make use of the photo- 
graphs so obtained without the consent of the person who directed 
the photograph to be taken. The action was therefore dismissed with 
costs. — Counsen, Macswinney; Upjohn, K.C., and Ashton Cross, 
Soricrrors, J. F. Peacock, Fisher, & Chavasse; Martin & Watkins. 


[Reported by P. W. Praca, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. ] 


Re SHARP, RICKETTS v. RICKETTS. Swinfen Eady J. 16th March. 


Witr—Income Tax Pam on Income or Estate—Annuity Pap 
witHout Depucting Tax—TrusteExE Acr, 1888 (51 & 52 Vicr. o. 52), 
s. 8 
Adjourned summons. A testator, dying in 1877, by his will 

bequeathed his residuary estate to trustees upon trust for sale, with a 

further trust out of the income of the proceeds of sale, to pay certain 

annuities to the testator’s widow, his three daughters, and a daughter- 
in-law, and to accumulate the surplus income for twenty-one years, 
with power to use past accumulations of income in paying annuities 
if the income were deficient. The residuary estate of the testator and 
the accumulations of income were directed to be divided after the 
death of the last surviving annuitant among the testator’s grand- 
children then living. The widow was one of the trustees named in the 
will, Upon her death another annuitant, Sarah Sharp, a daughter 

of the testator, was appointed trustee. Sarah Sharp died in 1901. 

Income tax upon the whole income of the residuary estate of the 

testator was always paid before the income came into the hands of the 

trustees. Since the death of the testator the trustees had paid over 
all the annuities in full, without deducting anything for tax already 
paid thereon, This was a summons taken out by two new gee 
against W. R. Rickett, the last surviving trustee appointed by the will, 
who was also the legal personal representative of the testator’s widow, 
and one of the executors of Sarah Sharp to obtain repayment of the 
amounts so overpaid. For the plaintiffs it was contended that 

Abadam vy, Abadam (33 Beav. 475) had decided that a gift of an 

annuity, even when given clear of all deductions, was not a gift Py 

from income tax. Under the Income Tax Act, 1862 (5 & 6 Vict. c. is 

s. 102, the income tax upon the annuities must be deducted pe 

trustees as ‘‘persons liable to make such payments.” I urther, Ff — 

been decided by Kekewich, J., in Warren v. Warren (43 W. R. as + 

L. T. 628) that where trustees wrongly failed to deduct income os 

could not afterwards be recovered from the beneficiary overpaid. ony 

remedy in this case was to obtain an order from the court for —— 
ment to the testator’s estate by the estates of the dead annuitant- 

trustees and by the surviving original trustee. i 

Swinren Eapy, J., in giving judgment, said that it was now quite 

settled that income tax cond be deducted from annuities, and = 

this must be done in future, there being no words in the will — 
to exempt the annuitants from paying it. The over-payments ma fe 
the past by the trustees were accordingly a breach of wer, co 

inasmuch as it was an innocent breach of trust it was barred 7 

to six years last past, since it came within the Trustee Ad, oe 

s. 8, and the Statute of Limitations accordingly ap lied. ed 

a trustee, however, being also an annuitant, had not only paid to “— 

beneficiaries, but also retained an excess for his own benefit, , 

excess so retained must be refunded in toto. Accordingly there bg 

be an order that all excess retained and all excess paid within - 

years should be refunded by the trustees so retaining or aye a. 

their estates.—Counsex. J. W. F. Beaumont; H. W. Margues 

EB. Beaumont; W. B. Tyldesley Jones, Soracrrons, Beaumont & 0% 





photographs: Nottage v. Jackson (32 W. B. 106) and Boucas v. Cooke 
: Re. 99). That the sale after registration of the copies made 


[Reported by C. H. Canvew Noap, Euq., Barrister-at-Law. | 
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High Court—King’s Bench Division. 
BEX v. CABLE AND ANOTHER. Es parte O'SHEA. Div. Court. 
t 





pril. 
regal i ' Cananan Law—Crvetty to Antmats—Summons Cuarcina CRUELTY 
ographer to Five Cows—SEPaRaTE AND Distinct Orrences—Proor—Convic- 
if the qioN—CERTIORARI—CRUELTY To Anmmats Act, 1849 (12 & 13 Vict. c. 
dermtion 92), ss. 2, 29. 
iss Cruse In this case a rule had been obtained directed to two of the justices 
> photo. for the borough of Guildford, requiring them to show cause why a 
hall (64 writ of certiorari should not issue to bring up to be q 
a conviction whereby one Cornelius O’Shea was convicted, on 
of the the 30th of October, 1905, of having cruelly illtreated five 
ight the cows by causing the same to be overstocked with milk, on the 
question und that the conviction was bad on the face of it, in that 
3s Cruse ib was @ conviction for five separate and distinct offences. 
nsidera. Counsel, in support of the conviction, said that in a series of reported 
the cir cases cruelty to a number of animals had been alleged in one sum- 
nsidera- mons, but in none of them had the point now raised been suggested 
2 photo. against the validity of the conviction. Moreover, section 29 of the 
on, He Cruelty to Animals Act, 1849 (under which the apenas 9 were in- 
ce, that stituted) provided that ‘‘words denotin the singular number are to be 
er an understood to apply also to a plurality of persons, animals, and 
ring to things,” which supported his contention that the conviction was not 
yas not bad for the reason alleged by the appellant. In_ sup- 


ort of the rule, counsel cited from the judgment of Brett, J., in 


» brin 
photer Vines v. Bale (L- R. 10 ©. P., wt p. 594), in which the passage 
xe any occurs, that ‘“‘where separate acts are so far distinct and separate 
case, offences in kind, that to prove a person guilty of any one of them 
s him evidence could not be given of the doing of any other of them,’’ and 
d con: said that, applying that to the present case, a separate offence was 
photo. committed in respect of each heifer, and the statute imposed a separate 
irected penalty in respect of each. The conviction was therefore bad. 
d with Lord Atverstone, C.J., said the appeal failed. He thought 
Cross, it was not immaterial to observe that in the Cruelty to 
atking, Animals Act, 1849, which was passed long before the General 


Interpretation Act, s. 29, gave express power to deal with the case of 
cruelty to a number of animals. It would be a vexatious view of the 
law if it were held to be necessary that a summons must be taken 
arch, out in regard to each individual animal alleged to have been illtreated, 
and it might put the prosecution in some difficulty as to proof. He 





P: 
0. 62), had no doubt, however, that separate summonses might be taken out 
: in respect of each animal. In the present case the conviction was for 
r ey to five cows. The case of Reg. v. Totnes Justices (Times 
will for 9th of May, 1879) was a distinct authority against the rule. That 
vith a was a case in which a summons was taken out charging cruelty to two 
ertain heifers. If this very objection which was there raised had been sub- 
ghter- stantial the court then would have given effect to it; but the court 
years, overruled it, and remitted the case to the justices to hear and determine 
ities it, so that no question of evidence arose there. For a long series of 
r - years it had been the practice to do what had been done in the pre- 
ne sent case, and if the objection had been a good one it must have been 
mp dealt with before: see Murphy v. Manning (2 Ex. D. 307), Lewis 
n the v. Fermor (18 Q. B. D. 532), and Ford v. Wiley (25 Q. B. D. 203). In none 
4 of these cases, however, was the objection en, . 
; ~ Darurne, J., in agreeing, said that had the case not been concluded 
A by Reg. v. Totnes Justices he should have felt some difficulty in decid- 
it the ing against the rule being made absolute. or 
= Bray, J., concurred. He only desired to say that he should have 
_ y held the conviction good if there had been no authority upon the point. 
pny Rule discharged. — Counset, Colam; Scholefeld. Souicrrors, S. G. 
pan Polhill; W. M. Maude, Guildford. 
r the [Reported by Erskine Rerp, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. ] 
= WALKER v. MAYOR, &c., OF YORK. Div. Court. 7th April. 
free Loca Avurnorrry — Hicnways — Diversion or Hignway — Person 
35), Aocrreveo—Pvustiic Inrerest—Questions Lert To THE JuRyY—HiIGHway 
- the Act, 1835 (5 & 6 Wixt. 4, c. 50), s. 89. 
be Case stated by the recorder of York. Section 89 of the Highway Act, 
re 1835, provides: “In case of such appeal, the justices at the said quarter 
e , sessions shall . . . impannel a jury of twelve disinterested men out of 
}he the persons returned to serve as jurymen at such quarter sessions, and if 
pay after hearing the evidence produced before them the said jury 
ant- shall return a verdict that the proposed new highway is nearer 
or more commodious to the outs or that the party appealing 
uite would not be injured or aggrieved then the said court of quarter 
that sessions shall dismiss such appeal . . . but if the said jury 
ient shall return a verdict that the proposed new highway is not nearer or not 
» in more commodious to the public, or that the party appealing would be 
but be injured or aggrieved, then the said court of quarter sessions shall allow 
wn such appeal and shall not make such order as aforesaid.”” The justices 
388, having certified that the proposed diversion of a certain public footpath 
ere would be more commodious to the public than the footpath proposed to be 
her stopped up, the appellant, on the 15th of March, 1905, gave notice of 
this appeal to the next court of quarter sessions under section 88 of 
uld the Highway Act, 1835, as being a party aggrieved. Upon the hearing 
six of the appeal on the 13th of April, 1905, evidence was given on 





behalf of the appellant that he would be deprived of the exit from his 
land which he then had upon the public foot ath, The recorder left two 
fevathus to the jury under section 89—viz. (1) Whether the proposed new 

ghway was more Commodious to the public than the existing one; (2) 


ld ; 





whether the parties appealing would be injured or aggrieved if the existing 
highway were up as anda new one substituted. The jury 
answered both questions in the affirmative. The recorder thereu: - 
missed the appeal but stated this case for the opinion of this court. 
Counsel for the appellant said that the cection was a contrediction 
it wes quite evident from the concl words of the section thatthe re r 
must allow the appeal ‘‘ ifthe jury returnaverdict . . . that the 
part appealing would be injured or aggrieved.”” The recorder was misled 
ry the case of Queen v. Justices of Essex (5 B. & C. 431), decided upon an 

earlier Act of 1815, which, however, contained no such section as section 89 
of the 1835 Act. If the recorder were right a man might be land-lecked 
if the jury found the new highway to be more co’ to the public. 
3 order to get over yy ey L the section the recorder —— 
that the jury must e appealing was & y 
aggrieved in order to give him a locus cenal to be heard ; ha obtained 
that locus standi, the jury next proceeded to find whether the was more 
commodious ; but the section could bear no such construction. Counsel for 
the respondent admitted that the section was a contradiction, and pointed 
out that the mistake had been discovered and remedied in section 64 of the 
Inclosure Act, 1845, almost word for word the same as section 89 of the 
1835 Act ; the word ‘‘ or” was replaced “‘and,” which removed the 
contradiction. But the court could not tly change “ or”’ into “‘ and,”’ 
as Lord Halsbury pointed out in Mersey v. Henderson (13 App. Cas., 
at p. 603): ‘I believe it is wholly unexampled so to read it, when doing 
so will upon one construction entirely alter the meaning of the sentence 
unless some other part of the statute or the clear inten of it requires 
that to be done.”’ 

Tue Court (River, Dartrxe, and Bray, JJ.) allowed the appeal. 

Ruwtey, J., in the course of his judgment, said the whole section was a 
contradiction as it ay pod was evident from the —— oe 
that if the jury found the y appealing was court sho 
allow the appeal: To make this weeeciintion wi the first portion *‘ or” 
must be as ‘“‘and,”’ as was clearly shewn in the later Act of 1845, to 
which their attention had very properly been called. 

Darure and Bray, JJ., concurred.—Counskt, Jenkins ; S. G. Lushington, 


for Holthy § Procter, York. 
[Reported by Mavaice N. Davcquse, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.] 


LITCHFIELD v. DREYFUS. Farwell, J. 23rd March. 


Attecrp Carrymnc on THE Bustness or A MoNeY-LENDER—Frvancine 
Busrnesses—Discountine Customers’ Brtts—Money-tenpers Act, 1900 
(63 & 64 Vict. c. 51), 8. 6, suB-secTION (d). 


Action. This was an action to recover sums dtie in respect of three 
bilis of exchange, two for £50 each and one for £70, of which the defendant 
was the acceptor. The plaintiff’s claim was admitted by the defendant, who 
made certain counterclaims in respect of commission alleged to have been 
promised to him by the plaintiff and in respect of certain property of the 
defendant alleged to be in the hands of the plaintiff. At the hearing 
leave was given, upon terms as to costs, to amend the defence 
by adding an allegation that the plaintiff was a money-lender 
not so registered under the Money-lenders Act, 1900, and therefore 
could not recover — the defendant on the bills sued upon. 
The plaintiff in his evidence stated that he had been a successful dealer in 
curios and antiques for a great many years. In July, 1903, his success 
had led him to retire from business. He had accordingly sold off his stock 
by public auction and handed over the goodwill to his manager. For 
many years he had had large dealings with the defendant, who used to 
pay for goods with bills of his own customers, which the plaintiff was 
accustomed to discount for him. Hedid not and had never carried on the 
business of a money-lender, but the business of an art dealer. In such 
business it was often necessary to give very long credit and to take 
customers’ bills for the purchases made, and these often had to be 
renewed. ‘To assist friends in business he had sometimes accommodated 
them by discounting their customers’ bills. At the plaintiff's sale in 1903, 
which lasted over several days at Foster’s, very a — were obtained, 
and for the greater m of these sums to be taken in 
payment, some of which had been renewed and never as yet paid off. 
After his retirement the plaintiff continued to do business as 
expert adviser and valuer, and had @ room for this purpose at bis 
cae of business. During this time he had made advances to a few 

usiness friends when arked to do so and had financially assisted two 
three businesses, in which he was interested as 
otherwise, by advances of money and by discounting bills for them, 
he had never advertised as a money-lender or done any business w 
persons outside the curio and art trade. As the defendant was an 
customer, the plaintiff had made him a loan at his req 
bills of £50 were in respect of this loan and an old trade debt. The 
ot £70 had been given by the defendant to another firm of art dealers 
respect of 8 supplied, and by them indorsed to the plaintiff in payment 
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of yn old debt, nder these circumstances it was denied that the 
laintiff was a money-lender within the eg By the Act of 
900. For the defendant it was contended the plaintiff 
was a money-lender under section 6 of the Act. That 


section under sub-section (@) excepted ‘‘any person bond Ade carrying on 
. + « any business not having for its chdens’ the beni of 
money, in the course of which and for purposes whereof he lends 
money.” Since September, 1903, the plaintiff bad given up his business 
of an art dealer, but had been discounting bills and lending _— He 
therefore could not, it was contended, come under 

section (d), but was an unregistered -lender within the of 
the Act. ‘The case of Victorian Dayleeford Syndroate (Limited) v. Dott (1 
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2 Ch. 624) had decided that such an istered money-lender cannot 
recover, and therefore the action was not maintainable. 

Farwett, J., in delivering judgment, after stating what he found the 
facts to be upon the counterclaim, said that the defendant had asked for 
leave to amend his defence by alleging that the plaintiff was a person 
whose business was that of a money-lender, and that therefore he could not 
recover anything because not registered as a money-lender under the Act. 
Having regard to the decision of Buckley, J., in Victorian Daylesford 
Syndicate (Limited) v. Dott (1905, 2 Ch. 624), that an unregistered money- 
lender cannot recover, it was of course a most serious consideration to 
determine the meaning of ‘‘ money-lender” within section 6 of the Act of 
1900. An exception was made in sub-section (d) in the case of “any 
person bond fide carrying on any business not having for its primary object 
the lending of money, in the course of which and for the p ses of which 
he lends money.” For many years past the plaintiff had carried on a well- 
known business as a dealer in antiques and curios. There was no sugges- 
tion that while he carried on this business the plaintiff ever carried on 
any other. The method of credit by bills was apparently the result of the 
financial requirements of the customers, and the plaintiff in carrying on a 
legitimate business as an art dealer incidentally took bills in payment of 
the amounts dueto him. After the plaintiff’s sale in June, 1903, at which 
very large sums were realized, billshad to be taken for a t part of the 
purchase-money. The subsequent dealings with those bills came within 
the exception in section 6 as being incidental to the carrying on of a 
legitimate business. There was nothing in the facts as to the plaintiff 
assisting businesses in which he was financially interested and discounting 
the bills of customers of those businesses, or as to his lending sums to old 
friends and connections in business, whichcould be called a business of 
money-lending. It would be a straining of the language of the Act to 
hold that a man who acted in this way was a ‘‘ money-lender”’ and could 
not recover one sixpence of what he had lent unless registered under 
the Act. The true meaning of the Act was that it was intended 
to apply only to persons who were really carrying on the business 
of money-lending. The Legislature had cast its net very wide, 
and if a man was carrying on the business of a money-lender he was 
within this Act. The question in each case was, did he carry on the busi- 
nees of a money-lender? On the facts of this case his lordship held that 
the plaintiff did not carry on, and never had carried on, the business of a 
money-lender, and that the defence pleaded failed entirely. The result 
was, that, though it was possible that some exception might have been made 
with regard to the costs of the counterclaim if the defence of the Money- 
lenders Act had not been raised, as it was there would be an order that 
the defendant should pay all the costs of the claim and counterclaim, with- 
out any stay of execution upon any terms.—Covnszx, Low, K.C., and P. B. 
Morle ; Rawlinson, K.C., and H. Dobb. Sorscrrors, G. C. L. Fry; Julius 
A. White. 

[Reported by C. H. Canvey Noap, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.] 


New Orders, &c. 


Rules of the Supreme Court. 


The following draft Rules are published pursuant to the Rules Publica- 
tion Act, 1893 :— 





Order XIII. Rule 12. 


1. Order XIII. Rule 12 is hereby annulled, and the following Rules 
shall stand in Jieu thereof :— 

Rule 12. In allactions not by the rules of this Order otherwise specially 

rovided for, in case the party served with the writ does not appear with- 

in the time limited for appearance, upon the filing by the Plaintiff of a 

affidavit of service, and, if the writ is not specially endorsed under 

r III,, Rule 6, of a statement of claim, the action may proceed as if 

such party had appeared, subject, as to actions where an account is 
claimed, to the provisions of Order XV. 

Rule 12a. In Admiralty actions in rem if the Defendant does not ap 
within the time limited for appearance upon the filng by the Plaintiff of 
a proper affidavit of service and ofa Statement of Claim and of a certifi- 
cate of non-appearance, the action may on the expiration of 21 days from 
the service of the writ be set down for judgment by default. 


Order XXVII. Rule 1la. 


2. In Admiralty actions in rem if the Defendant makes default in 
delivering a defence the Plaintiff may on the expiration of ten days from 
the delivery of the Statement of Claim, and on filing an affidavit of non- 
delivery of a defence, set down the action for judgment by default, and 
the provisions of Order XIII., Rule 13, shall be applicable to such action. 


Order XXVII. Rule 12. 


3. Order XX VII. Rule 12 shall be read asif for the words ‘‘in the 
last preceding rule’’ the words “in Rule 11” were substituted. 


Order XXIX. Rule 16, 

4, Order XXIX. Rule 16 is hereby annulled, and the following rule 
shall be read in lieu thereof : 

Rule 16. After the expiration of twelve days from the service of the 
writ or copy thereof if the party on whose behalf the caveat has been 
entered shall not have given bail in such sum, or paid the same into the 
re , the Plaintiff's Solicitor may proceed with the action by default, 


ist for 


—=—== 
Order XXXVI. Rule 55pv. 
5. In any proceedings before an Official Referee in which the 
whom the ters prescribed by the Orders as to Court fees are ol 
represented by a Solicitor, if the fees or any part of the fees payabls 
under the said Orders are not paid as therein prescribed, the Court org 
Judge may on the application of the Official Solicitor by summons, ang 
upon a report signed by the Official Referee stating the amount of the 
unpaid fees, order the said Solicitor of the said party forthwith 
to pay the said amount in the manner prescribed by the said Orders, = 
to pay the costs of the Official Solicitor of the application. Any costs of 
the Official Solicitor which are not recovered by him from the said Solicitor 
shall be paid out of such moneys a3 may be provided by Parliament, 
Order LXVIITI. Rule 2a. 
6. Order II. Rule 8 shall apply to the Revenue side of the King’s 
Bench Division. 
Copies of the above draft liules may be obtained at the Lord Chancellor's 
Office, House of Lords. 


Company, England, 
UNDER COMPANIES ACTS. 
WINDING-UP. 


1. The following Rule shall be read as one of the Companies (Winding. 
up) Rules, 1903, and shall be cited in the body of those Rules as 
Rule 27a: 

If the Petitioner, or his Solicitor, does not within the time pre- 
scribed by Rule 27 of the Companies (Winding-up) Rules, 1903, or 
within such extended time as the Registrar may allow, duly advertise 
the Petition in the manner prescri by the said Rule, the appoint. 
ment of the time and place at which the Petition is to be heard, shall 
be cancelled by the Registrar, and the Petition shall be removed from 
the file in the Companies (Winding-up) Office, unless the Judge or the 
Registrar shall otherwise direct. 

2. The following words shall be added to Rule 170 (2) of the Companies 
(Winding-up) Rules, 1903: 

Provided that the Official Receiver, when acting as Liquidator, may, 
without taxation, pay and allow the costs and charges of any other 
person other than a Solicitor, employed by him, where such costs and 
charges are within the scale usua’ “ allowed by the Court and do not 
exceed the sum of £2; provided always that the Board of Trade may 
require such costs or charges to be taxed by the Taxing Officer. 

3. These Rules shall come into operation on the 18th day of April, 1906. 

(Signed) Lorezvrn, C, 

T concur, 

(Signed) 


13th March, 1906. 


D, Lioyp-Grorcez, 
President of the Board of Trade. 





Law Societies. 


Wakefield Incorporated Law Society. 


The annual meeting of this society was held on Thursday, the 1st of 
March, Mr. H. Beaumont (president) in the chair. The report of the 
committee was read by the acting secretary. The treasurer’s accounts 
were presented. The president read his address. 

It was proposed by the chairman, seconded by Mr. Edwards, and 
resolved: ‘* That the report of the committee and the treasurer’s accounts 
be accepted, and that the same and the president’s address be printed and 
circulated among the members.”’ 

It was proposed by the chairman, seconded by Mr. Chalker, and 
resolved: ‘‘That for the current year the treasurer do pay out of the 
funds of this society to the Law Society the subscription of each member 
of this society, so as to qualify him as a member of the Law Society.” 

It was proposed by the chairman, seconded by Mr. Horne, and resolved : 
‘* That for the current year this society’s subscription to the Yorkshire 
Board of Legal Studies be £10 10s.” 

It was proposed by the chairman, seconded by Mr. Lake, and resolved: 
‘That Mr. T. O. Edwards be elected president for the current year.” 

It was proposed by the chairman, seconded by Mr. Edwards, and 
resolved: ‘ t Messrs. Plews and Chalker be re-elected representatives 
of this society on the Yorkshire Union of Law Societies.’’ 

It was proposed by the chairman, seconded by Mr. Cooke, and resolved: 
‘That Messrs. Sugden and Haworth be re-elected the representatives of 
this society on the Council of the Yorkshire Board of Legal Studies for the 
current year.”’ 

It was proposed by Mr. Stewart, seconded by Mr. Edwards, and 
resolved: ‘‘ That a hearty vote of thanks be given to the president for his 
services during his year of office.’”’ 


The following are extracts from the report of the eommittee : 
Members.—The number of members at the beginning of 1905 was 52. 
Obituary.—T wo of the oldest and most esteemed legal brethren have 
been removed by death. Mr. Henry Mason died on the 19th of December, 
1905, at the age of eighty-four. He was admitted a solicitor in 1845, and 
appointed registrar of the Wakefield County Court in 1856, a gas which 
he held up to about two years ago, when he resigned, and his son, Mr. 
Frederick Mason (the eet to succeed him. 


mt registrar), was ap 
Mr. Mason was one of members of this society at its formation, and 
Mr. Samuel Bruce, 





on fling his proofs in the registry may have the action placed on the 


twice held the office of president, in 1881 and 1882, 
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. parrister-at-law, died on the 20th of March, 1905. For many years 
= ss well known and enjoyed a high reputation as an able conve: i 
man, but he was perhaps more wi known as the distributor of 
for Wakefield, an office which he held for a great number of years 
his death. 
wD bsbire Board of Legal Studies.—The sixth annual report of this board, 
which has been circulated amongst all Yorkshire solicitors, is well worthy 
of notice, as also is the report of Professor Phillips sent therewith. York- 
shire law students have every reason to be gratified at the great interest 
shewn in their welfare by such educational enthusiasts as Mr. F. J. Munby, 
Mr. Edmund Wilson, Mr. W. B. Gordon, and others. Your committee 
think that it is of the utmost importance that the Yorkshire Board should 
be more generally py by the profession if this district, is to obtain a 
due share of the benefit of the large fund now at the —— of the Law 


Society for the purpose of legal education. It is tood that the 
amount of contribution by the London society will be largely controlled 
by the extent of local effort. 


Land Transfer. — At the recent General Election advantage was 
taken by the Law Society of the opportunity of causing all candi- 
dates for Parliament to be approached by means of direct questions 
on the subject of the possible extension of the compulsory system of 
land registration. Your committee undertook to deal with the 
undermentioned local constituences and caused a suitable letter to be 
addressed to each candidate, submitting the following questions: 
1, Will you oppose further compulsory registration of land? 2. Are you 
in favour of the present compulsory registration of land being suspended, 
leaving owners of land free to register or not as they find most to their 
advantage? ‘The result was as follows: Mr. E. A. Brotherton, M.P. 
(Wakefield).—Answers both questions in the affirmative. Mr. T. Willans 
Nussey, M.P. (Poatefract).—No reply. Mr. Fred Hall, M.P. (Yorkshire, 
Normanton Division).—Promises to consider matter carefully. Mr. J. 
Compton Rickett, M.P. (Yorkshire, Osgoldcross Division). — Will require 
strong evidence to induce him to vote inst compulsory registration of 
land; but offers to discuss the matter when an ep tsmmage occurs. 

West Riding Registry of Deeds.—Following the letters of the istrar 
printed in last year’s report on the subject of typewritten memorials the 
tollowing further communication has been received: ‘‘ West Riding 
Registry of Deeds, Wakefield.—Typewritten Memorials,—The West 
Riding Law and Parliamentary Committee having further considered this 
question, have resolved that typewritten memo may be received at the 
registry under the following conditions: The memorials must be typed 
with a pure black carbon record ink from ribbons or pads which are not 
exhausted, but give a distinct black impression and contain no aniline dye 
The machine used in typing the memorials must not be defective, particu- 
larly with d to alignment. The spacing of the lines must be of 
sufficient width to render the memorial clearly legible. To satisfy the last 
condition the lines should be at least three-eighths of an inch apart. 








Legal News. 
Changes in Partnerships. 


Dissolutions. 


Baxnarp Watson Kine and Cuartes Jonn Dormer AnpxeEws, solicitors 
(King, Dormer, Andrews, & Co.), Cardiff and Penarth. Feb. 1. 

Henry Le Brasseur and Atrrep Epwaxp Bowen, solicitors (Le Brasseur 
& Bowen), Newport, Pontypool, and Usk. Feb. 28. [G@azette, April 2. 

Arraur Farmire ALLincHam, Gzorcz Brow Nesrrenp, and GERALD 
Waive Outer, solicitors, 15, Duke-street, St. James’s, London, 8.W. 
Feb. 3, So far as regards George Blow Nesfield. 

Heyry Drake, Georcr Apotruvs Parton, and Bernarp Harpur Drake, 
solicitors (Drake, Son, & Parton), 24, Rood-lane, London, E.0. March 2. 
So far as regards the said Henry Drake. 

[ Gazette, April 6. 





General. 


Lord Justice Cozens-Hardy will preside at the next discussion of the 
Gray’s-inn Moot Society, which will take place in Gray’s-inn Hall on 
Monday evening, the 30th inst. 

{ged Dunedin, Lord Justice General and Lord President of the Court 
of Session of Scotland, sat for the first time on Monday last as a member 
of the Judicial Committee. 

It is requested that all communications intended for the Bankruptc 
unin recently engetates by the Board of Trade should be addressed 
¢ Secretary, Mr. W. T. Kaye, at 1, Horse Guards-avenue, 8, W. 


The days and places appointed for holding the Intermediate Sprin 
Assives, 1906, are: Northern Circuit (Mr. Justice Bigham, Mr. Justion 
ied , Tuesday, April 17, at Manchester (Civil and Criminal); Saturday, 
May 9, at Liverpool (Civil and Oriminal). North-Eastern Circuit (Mr. 

ce Ridley), Monday, May 7, at Leeds. 

tthe Easter quarter sessions, held in the Castle of Leicester this week 
before Sir Archdale Palmer, acting chairman, and a iarge attendance of 
= trates, the follewing resolution was unanimously passed and ordered 
sent to the Lord Chancellor: ‘‘ Court of Criminal Appeal Bill,— 
ere pe es eee approving generally of the Bill, is 
unanim of opinion @ pro Court of A should have 
power to increase sentences as well ie redene them, vee 


There will be two Divisional Courts formed to sit at the ensuing Easter 
sittings, the first of which will be composed of the Lord Chief Justice and 
Mr. Justice Ridley and Mr. Justice Darling, and this court will take cases 
in the Crown Paper; while the second one, consisting of Mr. Justice 
Kennedy and Mr. Justice A. T. Lawrence, will proceed with 
of cases in the Civil Paper. 

The Judges of the Supreme Court rose for the Easter vacation on 
Wednesday until Tuesday, the 24th inst. The following are the 

co 


Easter vacation ts: There will be no sitting in court during 
the vacation, and all applications ‘“‘ which may require to be immediately 
or promptly keard”’ are to be made to Mr. A. T. Lawrence, who 
will act as Vacation Judge from Thursday, the 12th inst., to Monday, the 
23rd inst., both days inclusive. The judge will sit King's 

Judge’s Chambers on Thursday, the 19th inst. On other days within the 


: 
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above period applications in urgent matters may be 
or, if necessary, personally. The address of the Vacation Lig athe, 
obtained on application at the Chancery Registrar’s Chambers, 

Royal Courts of Justice. 

The President of the Board of Trade has appointed Mr. Montagu J. 
Muir MacKenzie, one of the Official Referees (chairman), Mr. Joseph 
Addison, represen the Law Society, Mr. John Barker, M.P., Mr. 
George Moore Chamberlin, representing the Trade Protection Societies, 
Mr. Samuel T. Evans, K.C., M.P., Sir Kdward W. Fithian, representing 
the Association of Chambers of Commerce, Mr. William B. Peat, repre- 
senting the Institute of Chartered Accountants, Mr. William M. Richard- 
son, representing the United om Commercial Travellers’ Association, 
and Mr. John Smith, C.B., late Inspector-General in Bankruptcy, to be 
a committee to inquire into and report upon the effect of the laws in force 
in the United Kingdom in relation to bankruptcy, deeds of 
and composition by insolvent debtors with their creditors, and the pre- 
vention and punishment of frauds by debtors on their creditors, and also 
- report specially upon certain questions arising under the bankruptcy 

Ws. 

In the House of Lords, on the 5th inst., Lord Davey moved the second 
reading of the Conveyancing Bill. He said it supplied a few omissions in 
the Conveyancing Act of 1881, which had caused inconvenience in prac- 
tice. No new principle was involved ia the Bill as a whole, which merely 
supplemented or explained the amendments or principles introduced by 
the Conveyancing Acts. The Lord Chancellor described the Bill as a 
useful technical measure. The second reading was agreed to, and the 
Bill referred to a Select Committee. Lord Davey, in mo the second 
reading of the Married Women’s Property Bill, said its object was to 
amend the Married Women’s Property-Act, 1882, and set at rest a doubt 
whether a married woman could alone be protector of a settlement in 
respect of a life estate which was her separate property. The Bill was 
read a second time and referred to the same Select Committee. On the 
motion of Lord Davey, the Settled Land Bill was also read a second time 
and referred to the Select Committee. 

A policeman, says the Globe in ‘‘ Wig and Gown,” has succeeded in 
creating a remarkable division of opinion among the j e 
that, having served in the Durham County cons 
five years, he was entitled to a pension under the Police Act, 
1890, though the period of his service had not been continuous. 
The county justices, holding that continuity of service was essential, 
dismissed his claim. This view was adopted by the Lord Chief Justice, 
Mr, Justice Lawrance, and Mr. Justice Kennedy, when the matter 
came before the King’s Bench Division in the form of a special case, but 
one of the three judges expressed a doubt. In the Court of Appeal the 
Master of the Rolls and Lord Justice Stirling affirmed the judgment of the 
King’s Bench judges, but Lord Justice w was ready to reverse it. 
The House of Lords, with some expressions of doubt by two of the Law 
Lords, has now decided that the view adopted by the county justices, and 
= by the King’s Bench judges and the Court of Appeal, is » 
The result is that the case, after an interval of nearly three years, 
have to be reheard at quarter sessions. 


E 


eo 








To Exzcutors.—VALVATIONS FoR Prosats.—Messrs. Watherston & Son, 


Jewellers, Goldsmiths, and Silversmiths to H.M. The , < Views 
(leading from Regent-street to Burlington-gardens Bond-street), 
London, W., Value, Purchase, or Collections of Plate or Jewels for 


Family Distribution, late of Pall East, adjoining the National 
Gallery.—[Apvr.] 
Frxep Incomes.—Houses and Residential Flats can at | be 


on a new System of Payments for those wi 
fixed iceman who do not wish to disturb investments. Selection from 


largest stock in the World. Everything marked in 
Maple & Co. (Limited), ‘Tottenham Court-road, don, Wotan) 


The Property Mart. 


Sales of the Ensuing Week. 
April 19.—Messrs. H. E. Foster & Craxrrep, at the Mart, at 2:— 
a ees also to One-ninth of a Trust Estate, value £7,000; lady aged 
“5. Bilisttere, teasers. & London. . oe 
To One-seventh of a Trust Fand, value 000; lady aged 61. Solicitor, P, 
ee : 
To One-sixth of £3,000; lady aged 75. Solicitors, Messrs, Bloomer & Currie, 
LICIES for £1 £2,250, £1 £1 £500, £500. Mesars, 
” Andrc, Wand, Purves, Gution nd Mourn Monta, Bichat,& Mosiags 
om 2 


Messrs. & Whittucks, Bristol. 


Fe 











(Bee advertisements, this week, back page.) 
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Winding-up Notices. 
London Gazette.—Fipsy, April 6. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Luurzp m Caancrry. 


Aoricutturat Compasy of Matritivs, Luntrzp—Petn for bane up will be heard on 
April 25. Flux & Co, East India av, solors for petner. Notice of aso just reach 
the above-named not Jater than 6 o'clock in the sfternoon of April 24 
—- Mr.sor & Co, Luntzp—Petn for winding up, presented April 3, directed to be 
April 25. Wynne-Baxter & Keeble, Laurence Poun hill, Cannon » for 
= & Co, Bradford, solors for petners. Notice of appearing must reach the above- 
named not later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of April 24 
—— avene 2 Rawuaipe Manvuractusine Co, Liuirep—Creditors are required, on or 
wag 38, to send their names and addresses, and the ie of their debts or 
to Thomas Jehu Garlick, 15, George st, Mansion House. Timbrell & Deighton, 
fing caiman, 6 Tho st, colors for liquidator 
Buitisn Pusz Sweets Co, Nae ata go are required, before April 27, to send their 
names and addresses, and particulars of their claims, to Frank douatt, 7, Norfolk st, 
" Banks, Black Eo solor for liquidator 
TED (1x Liqurpation)—Creditors are required, 
before May 15, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their ‘debts 
so—> Wal alter Deane Oldham, 17, Coleman st. Hulbert & Co, Liverpool st, solors 


for liquida 
Daizp Mik “Co, Lourep (ux -Seammaggen PPR are required, on or before May 6, 
to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 


John Henry Marks, 8 85, Gracecharch st_ Stokes, Leadenhall st, solor for liquidator 
Epexzzer Gop Mixixe Co, Lnarep—Petn for winding up, presented April 3, directed 

to be heard April 25. Sutton & Co, Great Winchester st, solors and petners. Notice of 

spp ering must reach the above-named not later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of 


April 24 

Laxsg View Sours Gotp Minze (W A), Liurrep—Creditors are uired, on or before 

bee fx to send their pames and addresses, and t iho partiontass of sir Gethe ox Gatens, 
@ Gold Hay, 581, Salisbary House. London wall 

PA CoAL AND ions Co, Lixtrep— Creditors are --_ on or before Ma a, f 
send their names and addresses, and the particnlars of their debts or claims, to George 
Henry Appleton, 10, Dale st, Live: l. Simpeon & Co, Liverpool, solra to the liquidator 

Persies Steam Car Co, a per are ee ae on 4 before May 7, to 
their 5 bts or claims, to Andrew 


foras Mayvuracturtxe Co, Limirep i VotunTary Joeman) Colinas are 
required, on or before June 20, to submit full particulars of their respective claims, with 
jet and addresses, to Edm. Ward Oliver, 1, Corbet ct, Gracechurch st, solor for 
Toes er nl Seer Geetaes are required, on or before May 16, to send their 


ge omy y of their debts and claims, to Francis Atkin, 1, 
Whose o gate, on Honaghane arren & Allen, Nottingham, solors to liquidator 


London Gazette,—Tvuzspay, April 10. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Limrrep 1s CHANcERY. 
Avrouosmz Review, Lisrrep—Creditors are sequicell on or before May 26, to send their 
names and addresses, and ‘— —- jars of their debts or clainis, to to Arthur hay 
Wilron. 154, Clerkenwell rd. & Co, Bedford st, Covent garden, solors for 


liquidator 
Caicetestoxz Coat Co, Luntep—Petn for winding up, prerented April 4, directed to be 
heard A 25. Rawle & Co, Bedford row, for Hill & Co, Liverpool, solors for petners. 
Noiees red must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon 
Gopwix & oe, Pe ea =. wanting we, nang oy April 6, directed » be heard 
April uriatte, n circus, solor for petner. Notice of appearing 
Si ena duchees cael a later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of April 24 
Y* April 5, directed to be heard 


Heexs Syxpicatz, Loutep —Peta for ve up, 
25. Hands, 97, Gresham st, Verrall & , Worthing, eolors for petner. 
otice of appearing m ys & TY he not later than 6 o’clock in the 
afternoon of April 24 
cae Co-orrkzative Ciper Co, Limrtzp.—Creditors are required, on or before June 1, 


pames and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims tc 

CT emith Ledbury. Garrood, Ledbury, solr for liquidator 
Puotornaxs Paintixe Co, Loatep—Petn fi for winding up, yo April 3, directed to 
Bank 


yt a 5,6 38, N A Ip ~| 

Holborn, solors for petner. f sqguastng west reac ve-pam: 

not later than 6 o beet vy Ce albany ok 

ahem Laws Warrnovse Co, Linitzp—Petn Pp, presented April 5, directed 
to be heard at the Court House, Westgate rd, "New pode my April 26. Shortt 
& Co, Newcastle upon Tyne, solors for Notice of sppearing inust reach the 
dhoveanamed ust inter than ¢ o'desk in afternoon of April 25 


County Paratixe or LANCASTER. 


Cusmesns, Lamune Pete Sos etaling up wih be beast om Notes of appearing George’s Hall, 


Li Ayrton & Co, Liverpool, so’ for er. 
So cirwesned och aes ak) tied ta Gs chomsen of heat mass reach 








Creditors’ Notices. 
Under Estates in Chancery. 


Last Day or Cratu. 
London Gasette.—F n1pay, March 30. 


Horgpesr, Davin, Salford, Lanai, Manufacturer April 30 Nicholson v Clanahan, 
‘acques, 
Wirtsass, Joux, Pwiliheli, Carnarvon, Auctioneer May 4 Williams vy W 
Owen-Robyns, Pwiheli ‘ ov EER oY 
London Gasette~Turspay, April 3, 


Genwageusio, Bs eae, Balis house, London wall 31 Stern vy Schwabacher, 
Buckley and Warrington, J Beyfus, Lincoln’s fon fields . ” 
London Gazette,—Faivay, April 6, 

Warts, Zoonre * apy Be Licnnenl Victualler May 8 
eg Be oy he y8 Strange v Watte, 


London Gasette—Turspar, April 10, 


Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day or Cram. 
London Gazette.—Faipay, sh 9 
Aronsorp, Lavra Louisa Incram, Shortlands, Kent Ma Walker & Co, Cole 
ASHTON, ELEANor FLORENCE, i May 8 m & Hutton, wale 
ASPLEN, pees a Joux Warp, , Cambridge, Farmer May 15 ‘anes 
m 


Baxraieror, Teomen, Harborne, Birmingham May19 Burton, EO 
TT Septimvus, Jesmond, Newcastle upon Tyne, Drager May 3 ard, Newoutle 


Buries Wasa, Uleombe, Kent, Farmer May 22 Wis, Maidstone 

nase ANNE Euizaseti, Penn Vicarage, nr Wolverhampton April 30 Dent g 
’ 

Crook, Epmunp, isdaford, at Atherton, Lancs, Farmer May 12 Dootson, , Lanes 

Cc James PERCIvVAL, Catthorpe Leicester May 12 Broadbent & Heclis’| 

Day, Mary, Lulsley, Worcester June 1 Tree, Worcester 

Evays, Roseat WILLiaMs, Wrexham, _—— May7_ Bury & Acton, Wrexham 

Fivpes, ArTaug Cuar.es, Worcester, Ca’ Maker June i Tree, Worcester 

France, Witi1am, Anerley May 19 Asawa s & Co, Cheapside 

GatsraitTH, WituiAM CagTwicut, Tynemouth May 1 Arnott & Co, Newcastle upon 


Harrizs, Davin, Aberdare, Shoemaker June 2 Thomas, Aberdare 
——- Janz, Aberdare,Glam June2 Thomas, Aberdare 

Hazris, Lucy Faremax, Salford Priors, Warwick June 80 Campbell, Worcester 
Haswarp, Georcr, Gt Baddow, Harness Maker May6 Duffield & Son, 
Heawoop, Francis Rosgrt BARzRIson Sydenham y 3 Tilleards, Gracechurch st 
Ho.crort, ALEXANDER, peat > ‘Ma: 
Horspoot, Taomas, Eastchurch, of Shepey, Kent — Copland & Bon, Sheerness 
James, Damereius Wrypnam Gaxvis, —_— Kent y4 Stenning & Co, Tonbridge 
Jones, ExizabetH Many, Worcester Junel Tree, Worcester 
Kay, Avice Janz, Windermere May7 Preston, Blackburn 
Lorp, Epwarb, Kent, Farmer May 1 15 Mowll & Mowil, As Ashford 
McAsgpig, Cuaries, New Brighton, Cotton Merchant May 19 Gradwell & Co, Liverpool 
Masrox, Georcs Biucuzs BENEAGE, Capernwray Hall, Lancs May 7 Maxsted & Co, 


Moors, ENocu, Haworth, Yorks May5 Wright & Wright, ay 
Edgbaston, Binsinghin” he rf Hadley & Dain, 


Nevittz, Rev Witu1am Paine, 
Pannees. Rosa CHARLOTTE, Inverness ter May 31 Freeman & ae St Mildred’s ¢, 


ultry 
Pearson, Evten Saran, Bath May 31 Chesterman, Bath 
Psssott, Sauver, Somerset, me April bad Watts & Co, Yeovil 
Ray, Catuerivg Fiewine, Liand Btn Threlfall, Southport 
Rosins, Coar_es, Cheltenham 5 A 4 Lamb, Cheltenham 
Row.anp, Jacos, Gt Coggeshall, Esse 2. oes May7 Bcaumont & Son, 
Saves, GrorcE Wax, Putney hil, Brandy Shipper May 31 Trehearne, 


inn 
Szrs, Ropzrt HansuiP, Brighton ar A 5 Larken & Co, Newark on Trent 
Szymoux, Joun Leaps, Saffron Walden, Blind Maker May 21 Lovell & Co, Gray's 


inn sq 
SHELLEY, Teasam, Stone, Staffs, Saddler May5 Breton, .%* Staffs 
Sznpyx, OscaB ViLuiErs, Danebury, Bournemouth May & Pearman, Norfolk 


Sincuetor, Sanam Any, Luton May 10 fone, Luton 

Suiru, ALFrep Bowman, Rooting, Chemist May7 Martin & Martin, Reading 
Suit, Lyp14 Ayn, Aston juxta May. 12 Wright & Marshall, Birmingham 
Tompson, IsaneLLa, Cheltenham 30 Batesons & Co, hel 

Tuorrs, Water, Glossop, Derby May 10 Ellison & Jones, Glosso 

Traore, SamugL FREeveRick , Birmingham, Tinsmith May 15 Hadley & Dain, Birming- 


Visicx, Ropert CLarence, Pietermaritzburg, __ a, §3 Neish & Co, Watling st 

WALKER, Jonny, ington, Northumberland, Dra 16 Webb, Morpeth 

Warp, Margrna, Rotherham, Yorks May 18 Ld Py & Coward, Rotherh 

Waits Coanee, — upon Tyne, Consultin; ig Engineer May 1 ww asectt & , 
ew on 





Wru1aMs, Davin, Pwllheli, Carnarvon May 15 = » Pwitheli 
Wiison, Mary Auics, Brockley ro Bg 7S Bruce & Co ford row 
Woop, Henry, Brentford, y 12 Ruston, Brentford. 


wage a azette,—Tursvay, April 10. 
Ausor, Usiai, Bristol, Cabinet Rm i June 1 & Harris, Bristol 
AsBBROOK, AvousTA | Mapz.ixe Henrietta Viscountess, Castle Durrow, Queen’s County, 


Ireland May7 M 
Bern, James, Braet May 21 Mutlow, Bristol 
BenToam, Isapetta Ayn, ford av, May 10 Turner & ~— Leadenhall st 
Brizs, Ki1zaseTH Ayn, Portsmouth April Wood & Rob 
Bowser, Sanan Herex, Lamon A rd Mayll Michell, Wellington, ‘een 
eae. a ty Lunatic Asylum, Gloucester May 15 Crossman & Co, Thorm- 


G4 
Corz, Aticz Bassett, Plymouth June? Whiteford & Bennett, Plymouth 
Coxz, Cazo.ivg, Plymouth June7 Whiteford & Bennett, Plymou 
Cooksey, Rutu, Manor gdne, ‘—\ , eH 28 Chamberlain & Co, Chancery In 
Coorgr, Moszs,. Charlesworth, Der b, Derby. April 30 Marsden, Glossop 
Davis, THomas, Dunston st, 8b h May10 Samuelson, Queen Victoria st 
Duxws1t, Frep, Whitwood, Normanton, Former May8 Phillips & Briggs, Caetletend 
Epes, a Mitiagp Bextow, Branksome Park, nr Bournemouth y 6 Shaw & 
MeColm, 
Epwanrps, Exizasern, Norwich May9 Keitn & Co, Norwich 
Gastox, WILLIAM, Woolst ton, Soutbampton June 30 <4 & Co, Southampton 
GreexHalan, Frepenick, Bolton May8 Monks & Co, Bolto 
Haneis, Wittiam Hazzis, Rowden hilt Chippenham, Wilts Tons 24 Wood & Awéary, 


Hirst, Bexsamin, Liversedge, Yorks, Blacksmith May 12 me Leeds 
Hisst, Witi14m, Liversedge, Yorks, Card Maker May 12 ud, Leeds 
ute, Sena Jemma, Wereham, Stoke Ferry, Norfolk’ May 9 Keith & Co, 


Jouwston, IsaBELLA, Bryanston York st en Smoothy, Finsbury circus bidgs 
Kee.ixo, Mania, rose, ne Hall ay 17 yy : ns, Barnsley 
enyon, WILLIAM ham, Lanes, Coal Dealer D 8 ham 
Laxe, James, Sheffield May 10 Smith & Oo, Sheffield ' 
Laysory, Tuomas Ricuagp, Ramegate May 17_ Brown & Co, Finsbury pa 
Licutsows, Exizapetn Hammonp, Darwen, Lancs May 31 Hallival “t Halliwe 


Moorz, Many, Southport 1 ig oo x Co 
Mourxr, Sore, Gzorcz, Wasing 





Berks oy 8 Dimond & Son, Welbeck st, 


Cavend 
yesan. Buses, Lite ar May 30, Bal By © ‘Berjeant’s inn, Fleet a 
a a "s inn, Flee 
EVILLE, Szymour, G catypeid, Wert Warm Labourer ’ Gilling & Goodfellow, 


Fees, Sa Dynea, ~4- 
Ricuarps, Tuomas Josern, Heathfield gdns, Chiswick April 24 Pheasant, Duke st, 


Suaw, Joun, Smaliihorne, ay ~ , BL Paddock & Sons, Hanley 

Seaeel Boe eran Wile Wate _J 24" Woo iuneryWood & Ain Chippenham 
PENCER, ELizaBEeTu une Pi 
Warsow, Many , Lancaster y 12 [ithe & Temes Fenrith 

Watery, Libis, Clayton, pa ae ~~ 





Partcnanp, Exszavetn, Wormelow, Much Birch; Hereford May 14 Tanner y Pritchard, 
Swinfen Eaty,J Southall, Leominster 





Wua ey, Simzon, Clayton, or Br 7 Tit Gredford 
Warts, Tames, Urmston May 8 setts & Bray 7 lit 


; : 
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Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gazette.—Turspay, April 3. 
ADJUDICATIONS. 
Wituam, Newsam Green, Yorks Leds 
Bot, March 28 Ord March 23 
Cranks, Joan OLIVe ohm Glam, Grocer Swansea 
gy gh Kingsto pon Hall, Dai 
Lif n al wm 
Re rg ie 
pe Moun ufacturer 
(oor minghams Pet March 27 Ord 
Deacon, Epwarp, Sloane st, me Victualler High 
Court Pet Feb1 Ord 
Davey, Jouy, eo ar Crowle, RE Sheffield 
Pet rd March 


Bram, m, Dolgelly, Mer —~ 1 Grocer Aberystwyth 


Sternhold av, Builder Wands- 
Fe mre A Soeat Cavendish 
Apri ALBeRt, imple a 5 
Gon east High Court Pet March 30 Ord March 30 ” 
Gwittt as Shifnal, Gelop, Boot Dealer Madeley 
me... W. nd March 21 Pome vy Huddersfield, 
REAV ALTER Epmonp, nr 
Bleacher” Huddersfield Pet March 30 Ord March 30 
Hersert, Epwarp Busseipck, Mting’s Lyna, Norfolk, 
Piano Manufacturer King’s Lyon Pet March 15 
Ord March 29 


Downham Market, Norfolk, 
Evean ond on Trent Pho wd Barton 
0 
<< Pet Bourne uth, Cal: Proprietor Poole 
Kise, est Freep, em 
‘Set March 29° Ord March 
Ly, gon Joun enee. Ashford, Kent, Mineral 
Woter Manufacturer Canterbury Pet March 29 Ord 


29 
Marraews, Henrpert es Shrew: 
Shrewsb Pet March 27 "Ord task 29 29 


Muaoy, Witi1am, Looe. ——— Boot Dealer 
Plymouth 


Jaoxsox, Ropert o Lun 


ast 
Pet March 31 Ord March 
Poiex, Eowin Meroatre, p weenie, Hosier York Pet 
March 30 Ord March 30 


Renvoize, James Groner Stpyey, Colverstone cres, Dalston 

High Court Pet Feb 28 Ord March 29 
at saeese, Christchurch Streatham 
aw & — Keeper Wandsworth Pet March 


mei... one and CuHar.tes Draper TATTEeRsALt, 
L . Merchants Leicester Pet March 
29 Ord March 29 

Rivett, Dastet Georce, and Eaxest Eowarp Riverr, Gt 
Me = Hawkers Gt Yarmouth Pet March 


29 
Rossixs, Caaaies, Slimbri Glos, Licensed Victualle: 
Gloucester Pet March “a March 31 ‘ 


os 
Morton, Foreman 
a, a | Bradford 2 at Ord March 13 
iTH, Ataw Kinoatp, Hove, Brighton t 
sare Fre, Monmonten, Koat Ton 
tu, WiLLIaM, View, Ho Kent Tun- 
bridge Wells’ Pet March 28 Ord March $1 
Sourneatz, Georcz Tuomas, North Elmham, Norfolk, 
Farmer Norwich Pet March 31 Ord March 31 


Tatsot, Grorar, Matthew pk, Romford Licensed 
Victualler Court Pet Febi4 Ord 29 
Vauouax, Janes “+ Kaowle 
Pet March 29 Ord March 29 
Wicox, Eowasp Martin, Prince Geo rd, Stoke Newing- 
ton, ‘Clerk High Court Pi et M 30 Ord March 30 


Wituiams, Wittiam Eowix ‘West Didsbury, Manchester, 

Woessee Geesselieeee, Eecaten Wome ee 
ALL, Geonae Henry. ebury, Worcester ar 
Kidderminster Pet March 27 Ord March 23 


ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 


Asuz, Jonw Anaett Jans, n Langley, Grocer Bath 
Adjud July 14, 1908 Nunul March 20” 


Loadon Gasette.—Faipay, April 6. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
m, Norfolk, Farmer 
Re Pg = ee im, or Norwich 
em, oe, Accountant Sheffield Pet April 


Baoapury, pinsox, Sutton under Whitestonecliffe, 
Yorgs, Flour Dealer Northallerton Pet April2 Ord 


April 2 
Carrer, Gzorce Wii. : ow Malden, Surrey Kingston 
Pet Feb 14 Ord Apri ri ’ 


er. 7 reizee Wellingborough Northam 
i ry ictualler Northampton Pet April 4 Or 
Ciacy, Georar, Reading, Carpenter Reading March 
ae 31 A. March 81 oes 
FT, sane Heptematen, Fruit Salesman thampton 
o Pet April4 Ord April 4 ‘a 
iNTON, ye) ime Herts, Farm 
Bote 'HOMAS pal’ er 


Coox, Aurazp, eee — 
Pet A 8 Ord A 


A.tey, Lez, 


pril 
Crisp, Ricnarp, 

Pot Apa st Aneh'G affolk Oycle Repairer Ipswich 
Doxcax, Witt1am, Chorlton wu Manchester, 
Fountains, Joan Grorae, Pet Mir 4 cits Nottingham P 

April4 Ord ‘ = ae 


Heoensanra. Emanver, Hands Tailor 
arch 15 Ord” April 4 — a 


Hivpaeru, Grorae Wittiam Reaper, 
Joiner Kingston upon Hull Pet April ¢ Ook April ¢ April 4 
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ae, re 38 Doncaster, Grocer Sheffield Pet 
April2 Ord April 2 


ee Reding P Pet April 3 a PT - aaa 

ie 

JouwsoN, er Bending Pet Bidens, Grocer 
Li Pet Pet April 8 Ord 


Kine, ome, we . Dealer Scar- 

Layg, Wituam Tomas, H Park, Wapeases, 
Builder Court’ eareet 3 Ord 

Legs, Feanx, Lanes, 2elwright ae Pet 





April4 Ord 
Luscomse, James, m, Davon, Smack Owaer Ply- 
mouth Pet April 3 Ord April $ 
McCuttoca, Frepericx James, Wines, Camb, Dental 
King’s Lynn Pet A) 2 Ord April 2 
Moopy, Joux Faayxuinx, Ho nr Barnsley, Farmer 
ot Sos Ord April 2 
Parnas, Hewny. —— Wandsworth Pet 
eng Ord 


3 
PENFoLp. oa Agell Kent, Builder Maidstone 
Pet tp 3 2 Ord April 2 
a omas, Newport, Mon, Casting Builder New- 
Pet April3 Ord April 3 
Puclent, aces — oe Kineston upon Hull, 
Licensed Victualler Kingston upon Hull Pet April 2 





Poster Guildford and 


Godalming Pet April 4 Ord 
Raw, Joux Bryan, Glassh>uses, ley Be > 
Miller Northallerton Pet March 31 
Roseats, Evan WItttAM, en ‘Beuygrosn. I 
Q Bangor 2 B30, 


April 
Scatver, Huserr, Cnt Warwick, Butcher Warwick 
8 Bet Web "nigasao ag an, Gillingham, Keat, Dairyman 
HEEPWaSH, Ricaa’ m, . 

Rochester SS aeell's” Ord April 2 

Suxpaerp, Farvenice James, ‘Warminster, Wilts, Brewer 
Leg > 23 Ord a 4 
Surecps, Witt14m, Hoveringham, Notts, Costume Maker 
Pet April 4 Ord April’4 : 

Surts, Eenzst, and Sauce Srurcsss, Birmingham, T 

sur rohan Birmingham a Bet Aprils Ord April 8 

Fy Lye Sec . Newsagent Scar- 


2 Ord April 2 
Stainton, Wists Basnenatey 5 — Draper 
bury Pet Ord A 


Dews 
Sreveni suena dus, Eafe H Highway, Dairyman 
oo Morch 6 y> 


Weinepame, » Bae. CHARLES et Faep Easros, Halton, 
Yorks. Builders Leeds Pet A: 8 {Ord April 8 
Wavy ter, Tuomas, Hucknall Torkard, N 

Pet April 


8 Ord April 3 
FIRST MEETINGS. 


Assury, Farpericx Wit.14m, Brettel ln, Staffs, Fish Sales- 
man April 20 at 10.30 Of Rec, Wolverhamoton 
Benton, a pag Walsall, a Hosier 
20 at 11.30 Off Rec, W 


B.ake, Cuagces Wreperick Sartre Merstone, 
Bolicitor April 18 at 12.30 Ser hanks Haat: Newpark 

CocksRrr Agr Kingston ull, Dairyman 
"April 18 11 Git Hes Trnity House la, all 

Coorpgr, Tomas Epwarp Cattle Dealer 


Duycay, Witiam, C 
Builder 


dial Saree ta Ses, oes 


Graves, en, 
April 20 at 11.40 Te Law . Peterborough 


Hawkins, Tom Fever, D: Glos , Farmer 21 at 
8) "Beathers Hota, Ts otal, Leds os 
ugh, mf Merchant 
atlz Bankru 


PYscnsox, Rosser Puta, Market, Norfolk, 
Dealer April 14 atl ‘om Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 
Keay. Jonx Enogar, Wombourn Common. Staffs, Licensed 
Victualler <A) 20 at 11 Off Rec, Wolverhampton 
tame. ae iso HOMAS, ta "alaknener x “Carey Ww, 
uilder ng (Ee 
Lyris, Antnur Jonn yy yb, Cs 
Water Manufacturer April 26 at 9 "On Bee 68, Cente 


Canterbury 
puso Wicuram, Marden, K2nt, Buildar April 25 at 11 


oux Tuomas, Wolverhampton, Licansel Vic- 

April 20 at 12 Off Rec, Wolverhampton 

Pizsce Jonx, Pembroke Dock, Tailor April 18 at 12 
‘, ons Se 

ongases, = 


‘8, Maesteg, 
pril 19 ats ‘17, 8; Mary st, 
Rivett, Davie. Georce, and Eanest Epwaarp Riverr, Gt 
Yi Hawkers April ldat 12 Off Reo, 8, 


Surerwant, Rronaap, jun, Gillingham, Dairyman April 
23 at 11'30 115, st, Rochester 


2.30 
— oe st, 


Paitups, 
t 


SouraGarts, “Grou omas, North E Norfolk, 
April 14 at 12,30 on Rec, 8, King Norwich 
Vere a. WiiiiaM Stel, bol Builder 
April '18 at 4 Imperial Hotel, wyn Bay 
Wiccox, Epwarp np bean Prince a rd, Stoke 
Newington, Clerk April 19 at 12 y bidgs, 
Carey st 
ent ag 
Aten, Lex, Hardingham Mi ies, aotinghem, Norfolk, 


Far x "Norwich Pot ES a 
tape April eee 


Arcazr, Joan, 
2 Ord A 


Baoav.ey moceee, Sane Sutton under Whitestonecliffe, Y: 

Flour Dealer Ni soaeh ot Ageil 2 Ord ey 2 
Cuma, Wy Warren, “Welling bor Oat Apel : Victualler 
Cusge Gaosce, re, ending, Reading Pet March 31 


cuak Dean pant, Southampton, Fru Fruit Salesman Southampton 
Pot April’ a Ry Be 


Case, “~~ bd Waltoa, Yee Cycle Repairer Ipswich 





Pet April 3 Ord April 3 


Swuirn, Henry 
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Duxcay, Wiitam, Chorlton none, Manchester, 
Bailder Pet Ord Apdil 4 
Fiack, Cuartzs Horatio, 8t Sohne. hill, Wan¢ 

High Court Pet Nov 20 oS ie 
Beestoa, Notts Nottingham 





Foustaux, Joan Gsoncs, 
Per 4 Out Apell’4 


Gitseert, and James Savxp West 
Wool Brokers Li Pet Fed 19° Ord ni Apel 
Builder Pet 


Gast, Seta Luewers, 

3 March 
a Grorcs bp By a ' Khoa 
a ull Pet apa ¢ Get ee 

2 Ord April 2 


Hunt, Atrarp Wexvo on 
Victualler Bet 3 Ord 3 
Jounxsos, Wire, 8t Grocer 
; Pet = Ord April 3 
Kray, Joan Bea Staffs, Licensed 
Victualler W rieshampton, Pet March 30 Ord April 
Kina, Bevan, 8 Ont api poe Dealer Scarborough 
Lang, Wittiam Tomas, Park, Walthamstow, 
Bie ph ae 
April 4 Ord April 4 


Locxwoop, Leopotp Crarr, Queen Victoria st, Paper 
Agent High Court Pet March2 Ord April 2 

Lascomse, James, . Smack 

Pet 3 Ord 3 

McOvt.oca, Freperick Jan, - a 
Surgeon King’s Lynn April 

Mackisnon, Axprew, House, London ° 
Stockbroker 


Owner 


April 3 
Peacock, Joun Krirack, East India Dock rd, Tailor High 
vourt Pet Feb2) Ord sont 3 


8G as bed ge = a Kent, Builder Maidstone 
P.Lummes, A, N Mon, Carriage Builder New- 
port, Ord April 3 
- bat, upon Hull, 
Kingston upon Hull Pet April 2 
aoun, Gabteah, Farrier Guildford Pet 
pela 4 Ord At April 4 
Roseats, Evaw WILuiau, Belpeann, Feoverses, RSO, 
narvon, Quarryman an, ilingh sere, 2 Ord 5 cn 2 
Suserwasa, Ricsarp, 2 Ord oa Dairyman 
Pet April 2 “ord Apel” di 
Stainton, tags oy Le we y 7 _rces Deaper 


Vucuamy, Henry, ur , Builder 
Brentford aks Ges Mae . 


Ww Notts 
a yb : ifaw Nottingham 


Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of March 23 : 


Pomeranz, Hasais, Maesteg, ee Sete & Besay Coats 
“Cardiff Pet March 90 “Ord March 
London Gasette.—TvEspay, Apel 10, 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Aum, Soom, eons Leeds Pet Apdcil 5 
ALLEs, Bee T ee Oret "Pen ape a wre , Solicitor’s 
ANDREWS, Assam. 7 “an Ford Ape 6 York 
Pet Aprilé Ord 
Bag.ow, - Y pennies Pet March 22 Ord 
Ba Tarnal, and Jarvis sy 
ssgeervasis Zager stint Datta Laat 
Batt, Susan, and Watrse joan Lancaster, 
B a Rosset Dari, = yt 
“Npet April 5 Ord April 5 
Born, Wrxpsax M, w, !Manchester, Coal Merchant 
Stbrey then abou 
Baows, James, Mobberley, Cheshire, Manchester 
Pet 8 Ord April 5 
Cockrett, WiLLiam Epwix, iain, Norfolk, Publican 
Gt Yarmouth Pet et a 
Corpg.anD, ABTHuR Bow, Brad Watchmaker 
Bradford Pet Aprilé Ord 6 
Davies, Taomas, Upper Gwartblow, Churchstoke, Salop, 
Pet April 5 Ord ‘April 6 
Exvy, THomas he er Court, Brewer 
as ss, Jose, aa wean Waliiie 8 Albans 
Goon, ae & , Eastbourne Lewes Pet April 6 
cay en Salisbury Pet 
@ Ord apate Cap Manufacturer 
4 
me or Wana eit oa co Dealer 
Hi Northampton Feaasx Anpeason, By Gronce ny 
L 
Penton Pentonville rd, Shop Fitters High Court Pet Apr ut 
Hockey ~tohor Hn a. Baling, Baker Brentford Pet 
Hoxsaoox, a Rameme.. Eeacten, Dusky, Plumber Derby Pet 
Jom, Joun Gourrner S Galop, Liceased Victualler 
pp oy ap otta, Builder? ottingham 
Kusast, 5 gous, See N Pet 
mm 


Lower Kingston Russell Dairy, 
Dorchester Pet April § Ord 





April 6 











} 
| 
| 
! 
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Lovett, Harotp wrest, Borner oo Ont ; i core Ric Louehiniee AL a te ay CHARLES a en ano ue Wicker, by Geateant, p brighton, Fe yA Pea 


Maar, W, Worthing Brighton Pet Sine 15 Ord 
PA Ayal B Ord | atta Clerk Middlesbrough 
Patty Rlsnunsc. Ones Builder Oxford Pet — 5 
Roseerts, RagzAnD, Do Llanfihan; 
Anglesey, aes Pa Marks Ora aps 
Rowpey, Taxes, Wilton rd. ammersmith Builder igh 
Court Pet Feb 26 Ord March 29 
Sarr, eeamas d pe urst st, Hyde Park High Court Pet 
me ene = Auctioneer Birkenhead Pet 
wo Wana, Haun eeegice, Conch Builder Peter- , 
4 Ord a 
Usomenat, 2 E . agian rd. _ Hampstead — 
—- pl, Bish: 
Pet Ji Ord 2 
Var.ey, Jou a Royston, ene ees Cambridge 
Pet A Ord April 5 
Watgmn, Boxe, Blackpool Liverpool Pet March 20 
Dealer 


Van Lavy, Hews sg, tl 
h Court 


Waker, Henry Corwey, oa, General 
Ph Pet = 5 Ord April 5 

Warp, Faeperick Hewnzacz, Beverley, Yorks, Printer 
‘ork Pet April5 Ord A 

as Joun Annestey, Goucharnaye, St 


West, Grorcr 
Court Pet Jans Ord April5 


Waittaker, Svusax, Altham, nr Accrington, Mineral 
pee Manufacturer Burnley [Pet April 7 Ord 
A 7 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


At.ex, Acygs, Leeds, Greengrocer April 19 at 11 Off 
22, Park row, Leeds 
WARD Heyry, Tomlins grove, Bow a, a 8 
April 24at1i Bankruptcy bidgs, 
Anprews, ALFRED, —s Youn G Conaiel Da © april 
W@at Off , Th d House, Duncombe pl, York 
Axgcearr, Jou, Sheffield, Accountant April19at 12 Off 
Ree, In, Sheffield 
se Mobberley, Cheshire, ome April 19 
Rec, Byrom st, Mancheste’ 
Criarke, Jonn Oviver, Gorseinon, ee fue April 19 
Off Rec, 31 Alexandra rd, Swansea 
Curt, Frayx, Southampton, Fruit Salesman April 20 
at4 Off Rec, Mi d Bank chambers, High st, 
Southam, 
Coox, ALrgEeD, Morten, nr Thornbury, Farmer April 20 
at 11.30 Off Rec, 96 Baldwin st, Bristol 
CorELasD, Ty F tg’ ARD, epg ane 
April 20 at 3 Off Rec, 29, Tyrrel st 


Crisp, wor Walton Buffolic, Cy - 3 oy April 20 
at2 Rec, 36, Princes st, Ipswich 
Desxy, ba Davey, Llangollen, Denbigh, Architect 
18 at 12 chmbrs, Eastgate row, Chester 
. nr Crowle, Lincs, sun 
Off Ree, ’Figtree In ” Sheffield 
Foote, Priuip, Handsworth, Tailor April 18 at 11 191, 


Fry, NK, hae bw ill, Pag April 20 at 1230 
132, York rd, Westminster B: 

Gaist, Sera Eckwnvrs, Hafield, Builder April 19 at 3 
14, Bedford ro 

Hawt, Tuomas, ‘Albert rd, Dalston, Cap Manufacturer 

April 24 at 12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 


Hanoreaves, Warten Epuunp, Shelley, nr Huddersfield, 
Bleacher A 19 at 3 Off Rec, Prudential bidgs, 
New st, Hi jd 


Hixtom, Feaxx Axpgrsox, and Grorce Ivor Ronerts, 


ALLEs, 


Drvey, yt Ea April 19 
at 12 30 


rd, Shop Fitters April 24 at 2.30 Bank- 
bldgs, Carey st 
, Seotter, Lincs, Farmer April 18 at 12.30 


31, Silver st, Lincoln 
Jounson, Bog, 31, Ban Thatto eath, St Helens, Lanes, 
—_ April 30 at 20 Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, 


Barton on Trent, Photographer April 
= ~—— Off Rec, 47, Full st, Derby April 
inc, Bexsamix, Scarborough, Dealer 23 at 
4 74, Newborough, Scarborough 
nn eee ae rnemouth, Cab P etor April 
20 at 2.30 Off Rec, Midland Bank chm rs, High st, 
on Ser iam Wheelwright April 18 at 3 


Laxpor, Jaurs ae Hewxnay, and Arrnur Hewry 
Lixpor. Buxton, April 25 at 11 Off 


Keese, Ecxzavo 


Rec, 1 
Rousixs, "trascan bridge, Glos, Licensed Victualler 
April 21 at 11, Off Reo, Station rd, Gloucester 
RoseErts, = 1.114M, Talysarn. ry RSO, 
Quarryman April 18 at 11.30 Crypt 
bre, Bastgate row, Chester 
Sonivex, Hoven, Beadley, Warwick, Butcher April 19 at 


Coventry 
SMEATHERS, Ree Confectioner April 20 


8 he ent Tadern, Searborough, 3 wsagent April 19 
MITH EZENRY ORPE. e' 

at 4 4, Newborough, Scarbo: 
Smits, Tuowas, Bethune st, es Park April 25 at 11 


y st 
.—/~ Heckmondwike, Dra; 
Ree, Bank chmbrs, Corporati seden eh, 





STAINTON, vi 
is 20 at 11 


ey , Kingsdon rd, West Hampstead A 23 
at 11 bositenene bldgs, Carey st = 
Votuamy, Henry, gto 


nd Hounslow, 
Builder April ‘19at 1 14, Belfens 
| Warp, FREDERICK Hexzsce, Beverley, ‘Tate, Printer 
} April 19at1 Off Rec, The Red House, Duncombe pl, 


York 

Warkixs, WILEIAM a, Tiverton, Dev Solicitor 
April 19 at 10.30 Off Ree, 9, Bedford circus, 

Waeatiey, Wituiam Cuarces, and Frep Easrox, Halton, 
Yorks, Builders April 20at11 Off Rec, 22, Park row, 

Wicker, Jou, Quadrant, Brighton, Patent Register Till 
Agent May 2atil 191, Corporation st, Birmingham 


ADJUDICATIONS. 

ALLEN, y= — Leeds, Greengrocer Leeds Pet Apwil 5 
5 

sum. Bow ARD Henry, Tomlin’s grove, get) Solicitor’s 


k High Court Pet April5 Ord A 
Axoanrs 8, te te aed's Yorks, General Dealer York 
6 


Bares, TaTnat, — Stee 1s Spraxmay, Droylsden, Lancs, 

Builders Ashton under Lyae Pet April7 Ord April7 
Biytnae, Rogert, Myer itary Iaspector Durham 
Pet — 5 Ord April 5 





Browy, James, Mobberley, y = a Labourer Man- 
chester Pet April 5 Ord A 
Cappgr, Grorce WiLtiam, New 


‘a , Surrey Kingston 

Surrey Pet Feb14 Ord April 7 ‘ 

Cockre.ti, WitLiam Epwin, Toft Monks, Pate, Publican 
Gt Yarmouth Pet April7 Ord « ‘ 

‘on- 


Cote, Taomas Epwarp, ey sey 

fectioner Liverpool Pet ch 19 Ord Apel 

Corgtanp, ArTaur Epwarp, Bradford. tchmaker 
Bradford Pet April “eo Ord sua ¢ 

Daves, Tuomas, Upper G Chur mpaateiny BSalop, 
Farmer Leominster Pet April $ Ord April 

Eu ws Ww, oy, Boot Dealer Croydon Pet Feb 19 


Ev zs, fm Watford, Bootmaker St Albans Pet 
April 4 Ord April 4 

FatWworker Bisminghsta Pet March 18° Ord Apel. 

or’ 5 

Gip.ey, Jony Couttoy, Eastville, Bristol, Baker Bristol 
Pet March 17 Ord April 7 

Cone ee Mary, Eastbourne Lewes Pet April 6 

6 


Hacker, “sem, Epa, Wilts, Haulier Salisbury Pet 
April5 Ord April 5 

Haxtey, Watrer, Tiffield oman, Pig Dealer 
Northampton ‘Pet April 6 NOM Api 

Hittoy, Fraayx Anpersox, and Guenes 8 Rozeats, 
Pentonville rd, Shop Fitters High Court Pet April 
7 Ord April 7 

Hockiey, Gzorez Henry, Northfield In, Ealing, Baker 
Brentford Pet A 4 Ord April 4 

Ho.eroox, Samugt, Likeston, Dab Plumber Derby Pet 


April 6 Ord A 
Hoster, Rovexrt, Gains ct, Old neal sh, Aacpuntemt High 


a EvizaBetu, Wimbledon Park parade High 
t PetFeb15 Ord March 31 
Jackson, James, and Epwasp Sacxsox, Portwood, Stock- 
port 1 hs emeeaias Stockport Pet March 9 O:d 
pri 
Joxes, Jonny Georrrey, Co Salop, Licensed Victualler 
Shrewsbury Pet April 5 3 Ord April 5 





Rec, Castle chmbrs, 6, Vernon st, St.ckport 
Love..t, Haroip Srastey, Compton Somerset, 
Farm Labourer April 20 at 11.45 Off Ree, 26, 


Baléwin st, Bristol 
jrtocn, Freperick Jaurs, Wisbech, Cambridge, 
Tale April 18 at 12.30 Off Rec, 8, King st, 
Fa 19 at 10.45 Off Ree, 4, 


wees, —" Looe, Cornwall, Boot Dealer 
April Wat 11 Off Rec, 6, a Ey ter, Plymouth 
Moopy, Joux Faayxix, Hoyland, » t Barnsley, Farmer 
April 19 at 10 Off Ree, 7, Regent xt Barn-+ley 
Bum, 2 F Gartanp, Boscombe, Bournemouth Yael 20 
at 3. Off Ree, Midland’ Bank chmbrs, High st 


Claman ¢ inn ALorsivs, gt Broughton, nr Man- 
chester 19 at 3.30 , Byrom st, Man- 


— 





Paiisrer, ewig Middlesbrou; Clerk April 20 at 
12.20 Off Rec, 8, Albert rd, Middlesbrough 
ie rT pte neg Staffs, Potter’s Handler April 
Off Ree, King st, Newcastle, Staffs 
Peansats, Warren, Smethwick, Staff«, Cattie Salesman 
April 20 at 1015 Law Courts, Lombard st, West 


Bicuanns, Rorrat Gronur, Strertham Hill, Livery Stable 
April 20 at 11.8) 132, York rd, Westminster 


Leca, Cuartes, Lower Russe nr Dor- 
chester, Dairyman Dorchester Pet ay 5 Ord 
April 5 

Leywarp, Srepury, Bexhill, Sussex, Builder Hastings 
Pet March 1 Ord April 2 

Lust, Jouy, piny Paint Dealer Liverpool Pet 
March5 Ord April 


5 

—~ Ww, Worthing Brighton Pet March 15 Ord 

Paviasren, Evwarp, Wi wy Clerk Middles- 

h Pet April 5 Ord April 5 
Parts, Hee, Catford, Jeweller Wandsworth Pet 
5 Ord April 6 

.. - ook Bryan, Guyscliff Mill, Glasshouses, Pateley 
Bridge, ~™ "Miller No erton Pet March v1 
Ord April 4 

Suita, Tams, Bathurst st, Hyde Park High Court Pet 
Aprilé Ord april 6 

Srevens, Georar Jon, Enfield ea Dairyman 
Edmonton Pet March 6 Ord April 

Srranewarp, Wituam, Hunt ty Coach Builde: 
Peterborough Pet April 7 April 7 

Varvey, Jonw Thomas, Royston, , Grocer Cambridge 
Pet April 5 Ord April 7 

Watxer, Henry Curwen, yma General Dealer 
Plymouth Pet A _ Ord April 5 

Warp, Faepenic«x Heyraar, ade Yorks, Printer 
Yorks Pet April5 Ord April 5 

Wueatiey, Witttau Caarces, and Frep Easton, Halton, 
Yorks, Builders Leeds Pet gg Ord April 5 

Worrraxer, Scsan, Althem, nr Accrington, eal 

Pet April7 Ord 


ADJUDICATION gerne AND RECEIVING 
ORDER RESCINDED. 
a gy Li amo ono P, ual 5, 
mmission ay a. 
roa VM 1891 Adjud 9, isof Rese cal 1 








—$ 
LONDON and WESTMINSTER 
LOAN & DISCOUNT COMPANY ya -) (Sst, 
Offices : 63, St. Martin’s-lane, W. spond & 43, London wall, 
ADVANCE MONEY on ae 
life yp 2 Wel’ £0 INCLUDIN INTE 
0 One ¥ 4 ‘ Monthly £0 19 3 
£20 ” ” 0 8 » £117 6 
= ” » 012 8 » £216 3 
” = 1 2 ” £4 8 4 
24 29 7 6 


arg ls in RP on om. Morte "gies fo bl 
Agents.) 
THE LONDON SCHOOL OF LAW, 


ITION for BAR, SOLICITORS’, UNI- 
VERSITY, and other LAW EXAMINATIONS, 
ORALLY —— or aa or by CORRESPONDENCE, 
of Classes and furth: 


me the Brome cay er information aaah 
roo! nt, Old Se: “rely 





rjeants’-inn, W.C. 
>” OERTT! ICATE. —Attention is called 
to ry! Won weed or Instruction, tion, and Cer- 
peo a of Unarticled Law Clerks, Prospectus, giving full 
po eae on application to the 
Be The Schoo ovides Tuition for the Matriculation, 
an Bolicitecs ay niversity Preliminary Examinations, 


OLICITORS’ EXAMINATIONS.—Mr. 
THOMAS R. FROST, Solicitor, COACHES canii- 
dates for the — termediate, and Final 
tions, in class or by correspondence.—For par- 
—— apply Tuomas R. Frost, 38, Chancery-lane, 








AW BOOKS at GREAT REDUCTIONS!! 

—All kinds of Law, Commercial, and other Books 

lied. Mostly Sage amg State wants, 

Bend for List, New Books 20 per cent. Discount. Sent 

on approval, BOOKS BOUGHT —W. A. Fovuz, Cecil- 
court, Charing Cross-road, W.C. 





AW.— GREAT SAVING. — For prompt 
_ Da t 25 per cent. will be taken off the following 
iGe dhaegees— ai: 

Abstracts Copied  ., 4. 0 8 per sheet. 

Briefs and Drafts ae «» 2 8 per 20 folios, 
Deeds Round Hand s,,, ee O 2 per folio. 

Deeds Abstracted eee ow 2 0 sheet. 

Full Copies 0 


2 ver folio . 
PAPER. Foolscap, 1d. “per ‘sheet ; Bats id. ditto 
Parchment, 1s. 6d. to 3s. 6d. per skin. 


KERR & LANHAM, 16, Forubval- tenet, Holborn, E.C, 


Cz OFFICES, particularly adapted for 
are. Apply, Georce Back & Co., 18, Devon- 
shire~square, E 


INCOLN’S INN FIELDS (close to).— 
a Excellent buildings, lately completed, TO be LET for 

business p , or would be divided into roomy 
Of ces for first-class. Solicitors. 4 4 to Mr. P. E. . 
Tuomas, 104, High Holborn, W.C. 


OANS ADVANCED at moderate interest 

on Freeholds and Long Leaseholds. The Mortgage 
Assurance Scheme is attractive, pone as it does for 
periodical extinction of the loan moderate annual pay- 
ments.—Apply, Mawaaer, Star Life Aesurance Society, ‘2, 


Moorgate-street. 


FAALEXANDER & SHEPHEARD, 
LAW and PARLIAMENTARY. 


PARLIAMENTARY Bitis, Minutes ov Evipencr, Boors ov 
Keregence, STATEMENTS oF CLAIM, Answers, &o., &0. 


BOOKS, PAMPHLETS, MAGAZINES, 
NEWSPAPERS, 
Aad all General aud Commercial Wort, 
Every desoription of Printing. 


Printera of THE SOLICITORS JOURNAL 
— _and WEEKLY ‘REPORTER. 


NORWICH STREET, FETTER LANE, LONDON, B.C. 


| OYAL ITALIAN CIRCUS, Oxford- —_ 
W. (Next the two Tube Stations). LAST warner 
ga at 3 and 8. from 1s. to 5s. Children 
Box-office 10 to 10. Tel. 4,138, Ger. “ Daily Tele- 
—* There is in truth no show in London 























Water Manufacturers Burnley 
April 7 





erp ae for children as the Royal Italian Cireus.” 








HM. 





